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rules and regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


Title 5—Administrative Personnel 
CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Defense 

Section 213.3306 is amended to show 
that the position of President of the Uni¬ 
formed Services University of the Health 
Sciences, is excepted under Schedule C. 

Effective June 18. 1974, § 213.3306 
(a) (64) is added as set out below. 

§213.3306 Department of Defense. 

(a) Office of the Secretary. • * • 

(64) President of the Uniformed Serv¬ 
ices University of the Health Sciences. 

(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners . 

[PR Doc. 74-13912 Filed 6-17-74; 8:45 am] 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Domestic Council Committee on the Right 
of Privacy 

Section 213.3199 is amended to show 
that all positions at the grade levels 
GS-7 through GS-15 on the staff of the 
Domestic Council Committee on the 
Right of Privacy are excepted under 
Schedule A. 

Effective on June 18, § 213.3199(r) is 
added as set out below. 

§ 213.3199 Temporary Boards and Com¬ 
missions. 


(r) Domestic Council Committee on 
the Right of Privacy. 

(1) All positions on the staff of the 
Committee in grades GS-7 through 
GS-15. 

( iL U S C * seC8 ‘ 3301 • 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 

(PR Doc. 74-13913 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


Title 7— Agriculture 

CHAPTER III—ANIMAL AND PLANT 

HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart—Whitefringed Beetle 

Quarantine and Regulations 

On August 14, 1973, a notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (38 FR 
21935) of a public hearing and proposed 
rulemaking proceeding to determine 
whether to terminate the Whitefringed 
Beetle Quarantine and regulations (7 
CFR 301.72, 301.72-1 et seq.) or whether 
the quarantine and regulations should 
be extended to the States of Kentucky, 
Missouri, and Texas. 

Interested persons were given an op¬ 
portunity to submit written data, views, 
and arguments and a public hearing 
was held on September 11, 1973, with 
respect to these proposals. After due con¬ 
sideration of all relevant matters. In¬ 
cluding those presented at the hear¬ 
ing, it has been determined to be in 
the best interest of the public to retain 
the Whitefringed Beetle Quarantine and 
regulations and to add the States of 
Kentucky, Missouri, and Texas to the 
States designated as quarantined, to 
specify regulated areas in said States, 
and to amend the list of regulated 
articles by deleting certain articles and 
by changing the conditions under which 
certain other articles are regulated. 

Statement of considerations. To pre¬ 
vent spread of the whitefringed beetle 
into other noninfested areas, it is nec¬ 
essary to quarantine the States of Ken¬ 
tucky, Missouri, and Texas, which are 
on the fringes of the infested area, and 
to regulate the movement from infested 
areas into noninfested areas of articles 
which are known to present a hazard of 
spread of the pest. 

Past experience has shown that cer¬ 
tain articles which are presently being 
regulated pose little hazard of spread of 
whitefringed beetles due to current growl¬ 
ing, handling, and shipping practices. 
For this reason, the following articles 
are deleted from the list of regulated 
articles: Compost, decomposed manure, 
humus, muck, and peat; plant crowns 
and roots for propagation; true bulbs, 
corms, rhizomes, and tubers of ornamen¬ 
tal plants; Irish potatoes; peanuts in 
shells and peanut shells; uncleaned 
grass, grain, and legume seed; hay and 
straw; used mechanized cultivating 


equipment and used harvesting equip¬ 
ment. The definition for mechanized 
cultivating equipment and mechanized 
harvesting equipment is deleted from 
§ 301.72-1 because these articles are no 
longer regulated. Houseplants grown in 
a home and not for sale are being de¬ 
leted from the list of regulated articles 
because empirical data in the Depart¬ 
ment indicates that the movement of 
the excepted articles w r ould present only 
a minimal, if any, risk of spread of the 
whitefringed beetle. 

Pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tions 8 and 9 of the Plant Quarantine 
Act of August 20, 1912, as amended, and 
section 106 of the Federal Plant Pest Act 
(7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee), Notice of 
Quarantine No. 72 relating to the 
whitefringed beetle and regulations sup- 
plemental to said quarantine (7 CFR 
301.72, 301.72-1 et seq.) are hereby 
amended as set forth below: 

1. In § 301.72, paragraphs (a) and (b) 
are amended to read, respectively, as 
follows: 

§ 301.72 Quarantine; restriction on in¬ 
terstate movement of specified regu¬ 
lated articles. 

(a) Notice of quarantine. (1) Pursuant 
to the provisions of sections 8 and 9 of 
the Plant Quarantine Act of August 20, 
1912, as amended, and section 106 of the 
Federal Plant Pest Act (7 U.S.C. 161), 
162, 150ee), the Secretary of Agriculture 
heretofore determined, after public hear¬ 
ing, that it was necessary to quarantine 
the States 1 of Alabama, Arkansas, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see. and Virginia in order to prevent the 
spread of whitefringed beetle infestations 
of species of the genus Graphognathus, 
commonly known as whitefringed beetles, 
dangerous insects of cultivated crops, not 
theretofore widely prevalent or distrib¬ 
uted within and throughout the United 
States, and accordingly quarantined said 
States. 

(2) Pursuant to the said provisions 
and after public hearing, the Secretary 
has now determined that it is necessary 
also to quarantine the States of Ken¬ 
tucky, Missouri, and Texas to prevent the 
spread of the whitefringed beetle. Under 
the authority of said provisions, the 
Secretary hereby quarantines the States 
of Kentucky, Missouri, and Texas, and 
continues in effect the quarantine of the 
other specified States as aforesaid, with 


1 See definition of '‘State" in f 301.72-1 (a). 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


respect to the interstate movement from 
the quarantined States of the articles 
described in paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion. amends the regulations in this sub¬ 
part governing such movement, and 
gives notice of said quarantine and regu¬ 
lations, and amendments thereof. 

(b) Quarantine restrictions on inter¬ 
state movement of specified regulated 
articles. No common carrier or other per¬ 
son shall move interstate from any quar¬ 
antined State any of the articles listed 
in paragraph (b) (1) or (2) of this sec¬ 
tion except in accordance with the con¬ 
ditions prescribed in this subpart: 

(1) When moved from any generally 
infested area, or any area outside the 
regulated areas, in a quarantined State: 

(1) Soil, separately or with other 
things; 

(ii) Plants with roots with soil at¬ 
tached, except houseplants grown in a 
home and not for sale; 

(iii) Grass sod; 

(iv) Used mechanized soil-moving 
equipment; 

(v) Any other products, articles, or 
means of conveyance of any character 
whatsoever, not covered by paragraph 
(b)(1) (i) through (iv) of this section, 
when it is determined by an inspector 
that they present a hazard of spread of 
the whitefringed beetle, and the person 
in possession thereof has been so notified. 

(2) When moved from any suppressive 
area in a quarantined State: 

(i) Bulk soil; 

(ii) Used mechanized soil-moving 
equipment; 

(iii) Any other products, articles, or 
means of conveyance of any character 
whatsoever, not covered by paragragh 
(b) (2) (i) and (ii) of this section, when 
it is determined by an inspector that they 
present a hazard of spread of the white- 
fringed beetle, and the person in posses¬ 
sion thereof has been so notified. 

2. Paragraph (j) of § 301.72-1. Defini¬ 
tions, is amended to read as follows: 

§ 301.72—1 [Amended] 

* • » • » 

(j) Mechanized soil-moving equip¬ 
ment,, Mechanized equipment used to 
move or transport soil—e.g., draglines, 
bulldozers, road scrapers, and dump- 
trucks. 

(Secs. 8 and 9. 37 Stat. 318, as amended, sec. 
106, 71 Stat. 33; (7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee); 37 
FR 28464, 28477; 38 PR 19140) 

To the extent that these amendments 
relieve certain restrictions heretofore im¬ 
posed, they should be made effective 
promptly in order to be of maximum 
benefit to persons subject to the restric¬ 
tions which are being relieved. To the ex¬ 
tent that these amendments impose re¬ 
strictions, they are necessary in order to 
prevent the spread of the w T hitefringed 
beetle and should be made effective 
promptly to accomplish their purpose in 
the public interest. Also, it does not ap¬ 
pear that additional information would 
be made available to the Department by 
further public participation in rulemak¬ 
ing proceedings on these amendments. 

Therefore, under the administrative 


procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, it is 
found upon good cause that further no¬ 
tice of rulemaking and other public pro¬ 
cedures with respect to the foregoing 
amendments are unnecessary, impracti¬ 
cable, and contrary to the public interest, 
and good cause is found for making them 
effective less than 30 days after publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

Effective date. These amendments 
shall become effective June 18, 1974. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 12th 
day of June, 1974. 

Leo G. K. Iverson, 
Deputy Administrator, Plant 
Protection and Quarantine 
Programs. 

[FR Doc.74-13900 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart—Whitefringed Beetle 

Regulated Areas 

This document amends the supplemen¬ 
tal regulation which lists regulated areas 
for purposes of the Federal Whitefringed 
Beetle Quarantine by adding to the regu¬ 
lated areas all or parts of the following 
previously nonregulated counties and 
parishes: Independence in Arkansas: 
Bacon and Forsyth in Georgia: Chris¬ 
tian, McCracken, and Warren in Ken¬ 
tucky; Beauregard, Bossier, Calcasieu, 
and Lafourche in Louisiana; Dunklin 
and New Madrid in Missouri; and Harris, 
Jasper, and Tyler in Texas; and by ex¬ 
tending the regulated areas in the fol¬ 
lowing previously regulated counties and 
parishes: Crittenden and Poinsett in Ar¬ 
kansas; Jefferson in Florida; Appling, 
Berrien, De Kalb, Gwinnett, Hancock, 
Lanier, Morgan, and Pierce in Georgia; 
East Baton Rouge, East Feliciana, Lin¬ 
coln, Livingston, Ouachita, Plaquemines, 
St. Charles, St. James. St. John the Bap¬ 
tist, Union, and Webster in Louisiana: 
and Carroll and Tallahatchie in Missis¬ 
sippi. Also, this document corrects the 
description of the regulated portion of 
Suwannee County in Florida. 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
8 and 9 of the Plant Quarantine Act of 
August 20,1912, as amended, and section 
106 of the Federal Plant Pest Act (7 
U.S.C. 161, 162, L50ee), and §301.72-2 
of the Whitefringed Beetle Quarantine 
regulations, 7 CFR 301.72-2, as amended, 
the supplemental regulation designating 
regulated areas, 7 CFR 301.72-2a, is here¬ 
by amended as set forth below: 

1. In 301.72-72a relating to the states 
of Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Kentucky, Missouri, and 
Texas, under generally infested area, the 
following counties are redescribed or 
added in alphabetical order as follows: 

§ 301.72-2a Regulated areas; suppres¬ 
sive and generally infested areas. 

***' + * 

Arkansas 

(1) Generally infested area. 

• ♦ • • • 

Crittenden County. The entire county. 

• • • • * 


Independence County. That area included 
within the corporate limits of the City of 
Batesvllle. 


Poinsett County . That area included with¬ 
in the corporate limits of the towns of Har¬ 
risburg, Trumann, Weiner, and that portion 
of Marked Tree lying west of the Saint Fran¬ 
cis River; all that area of the county lying 
east of the Saint Francis River, secs. 12. 13 
14, 23, 24, 25, and 26, T. 10 N.. R. 3 E. 


Florida 

(1) Generally infested area. 

• • * * • 

Jefferson County. That portion of the 
county lying north of the south boundary 
line of T. 1 S. 

• • * ♦ • 

Suwannee County. E%, T. 2 S., R. 13 E. 
and W/ 3 , T. 2 S., R. 14 E.. including the en¬ 
tire City of Live Oak. 

3. In § 301.72-2a relating to the State of 
Georgia, under generaUy infested area, the 
following counties are redescribed or added 
in alphabetical order as follows: 

Georgia 

(1) Generally infested area—Appling 
County. The entire county. 

Bacon County. The entire county. 

• • • • • 

Berrien County. The entire county. 

♦ • • • • 

De Kalb County. The entire county. 

* • • « * 

Forsyth County. That portion of the coun¬ 
ty lying within Georgia Militia District 879. 

• • • • • 

Gwinnett County. That portion of the 

county within a circle having a 3-mile 
radius with the center at the county court¬ 
house in LawrenceviUe; and Georgia Militia 
District 550. 

Hancock County. The entire county. 

• t * • * 

Lanier County. The entire county. 

* • • , • • 

Morgan County. The entire county. 

♦ • • • • 

Pierce County. The entire county. 

Louisiana 

(1) Generally infested area—Acadia Par¬ 
ish. T. 7 S., Rs. 1 E. and 1 W.; secs. 13, 21, 
22, 23. 24, 25. 26, 27. 28, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 
and 43, T. 9 S., R. 1 E.; that portion, of sec. 
14, T. 9 S., R. 1 E., lying south of Bayou 
Wlkoff; those portions of secs. 20, 29, 30, 
31, and 44, T. 9 S.. R. 1 E., lying south and 
east of Bayou Plaquemine Brule; secs. 3, 4, 
5, 6. 7, 8. and 37, T. 10 S., R. 1 E.; and secs- 
19, 20. 21, 22, 27, 28, 29. 30, 31, 32, 33, and 
34. T. 9 S., R. 2 E.. and secs. 1, 2, 3, 4. 5, 
and 6. T. 7 S.. R. 2 W.; and that portion 
of sec. 1. T. 7 S., R. 3 W. within the parish. 

Beauregard Parish. That portion of T. 3 S., 
R. 6 W. lying within the parish. 

Caddo Parish. That area In the corporate 
limits of the City of Shreveport bounded 
by a line beginning at a point where You ^® 
Drive intersects U3. Interstate Highway 20, 
thence southeast and then south along 
Youree Drive to its intersection with Kings 
Highway, thence west along Kings Highway 
to its intersection with UJS. Interstate High¬ 
way 20, thence northeast along UB. Interstate 
Highway 20 to the point of beginning. 
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Caldwell Parish. Secc. 10, 11, 14, 10, T. 12 
N., E. 3 E. 

De Soto Parish. Secs. 1, 2. 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 
10, 11. 12. 13. 14. 15. 16. 17, and 18, T. 11 
N., R. 13 W.; and that portion of the parish 
lying within T. 12 N., R. 13 W. 

East Baton Rouge Parish. The entire 
parish. 

East Feliciana Parish. The entire parish. 

Evangeline Parish. That area bounded by 
lines lying 1 mile west and east of and paral¬ 
lel to Louisiana Highway 13 extending from 
State Highway 1160 to the south line of the 
parish; sections 27, 28, 29. 31, 32, 33, 84, 
and 42, T. 6 S. f R. 2 W.; and that portion 
of secs. 27 and 38, T. 6 8„ R. 3 W„ within 
the parish. 

Iberia Parish. That portion of the parish 
known as Avery Island including secs. 37, 38, 
89, 53, 55, and 58, T. 13 S., R. 5 E.; and 
secs. 36, 65, 56. 57. 58. 69, and 60. T. 13 8., 
R. 6 E.; and secs. 1. 2, 10, 11. 12, and 13. 
T. 12 S.. R. 6 E. 

Iberville Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying west of the Mississippi River in T. 9 
8.. Rs. 12 and 13 E. 

Jefferson Parish. The entire parish. 

Jefferson Davis Parish. Sections 36, 87. and 
that portion of sec. 38 within the parish In 
T. 6 S.. R. 3 W.. and that portion of sec. 1 
within the parish, and secs. 2 and 3, T. 7 8., 
R.3 W. 

Lafayette Parish. The entire parish. 

Lincoln Parish. The entire parish. 

Livingston Parish. The entire parish. 

Morehouse Parish. All that area within the 
corporate limits of the City of Bastrop; secs. 
13. 14, and those portions of secs. 23, and 24 
outside the corporate limits of the City of 
Bastrop. T. 21 N.. R. 5 E. 

Natchitoches Parish. That portion of the 
parish lying within T. 9 N.. R. 7 W. 

Orleans Parish. All of Orleans Parish, in¬ 
cluding the City of New Orleans. 

Ouachita Parish. The entire parish. 

Plaquemines Parish. That portion of the 
parish lying north of the south line of T. 18 S. 

Pointe Couple Parish. That portion of the 
parish in T. 6 8.. Rs. 8 and 9 E. 

Rapides Parish. That portion of sec. 1 out¬ 
side of the corporate city limits of Pineville; 
sec. 2, T. 4 N., R. 1 W.; and secs. 35 and 36, 
T. 5 N., R. l w.; and that portion of the 
City of Alexandria bounded on the west by 
MacArthur Drive, on the south and east by 
Monroe Street, and on the north by Bolton 
Avenue; all of T. 1 N.. R. 1 W.; secs. 4, 6. and 
6. T. 1 S., R. 2 W.; secs. 28. 29. 30. 81, 32, 
and 33. T. 11 N., R. 2 W.: secs. 32. 78. 116, 
and that portion of 116 and 119 lying south 
of State Highway 121 in T. 4 N., R. 3 W.; 
secs. 12, 13, 37, 38. 40, and 41 In T. 4 N., R. 
4 W. 

Red River Parish. That portion of the 
parish lying within the corporate limits of 
the City of Coushatta. 

St. Bernard Parish. The entire parish. 

St. Charles Parish. That portion of the 
parish lying north of the south line of T. 
13 S. 

St. Helena Parish. The entire parish. 

St. James Parish. That portion of the 
Rive? 1 horth and east of the Mississippi 

St. John the Baptist Parish. That portion 
or the parish lying north and east of the 

Miss isslppi River. 

S J- Laridry Parish. That portion of the 
Parish lying in T. 6 S. west of the east line 
« R- 2 E.; secs. 33. 34, 35. 42. and 45. T. 5 

i« E ' : 6CCS 2 ' 3 * 4 ’ 6 - 6 * ll * 12 - 13 * 14 ’ 16 » 

52. and 63. T. 6 S.. R. 5 E.; that portion 
Ron* 0 47 tko Missouri Pacific 

«aairood, and sec. 61, T. 7 S., R. 6 E.; and 
S0.T.7S..R, 6E. 

T S l a Vfartin Parish. Secs. 13, 24. 105, and 106, 
R.6E ’ R * 6 E ‘ ; and WC8 ‘ 48 and 87 ' T * 8 S - 


St. Tammany Parish. The entire parish. 

Tangipahoa Parish. The entire parish. 

Terrebonne Parish. That area bounded by 
a^llne commencing where the Intercoastal 
Waterway crosses Bayou Terre bo nne, thence 
north and east along said waterway to the 
east line of R. 17 &.. thence south along 
said line to the intersection of East Houma 
city limits, thence south along said city limits 
line to the intersection of Louisiana Highway 
57, thence north and west along said highway 
to the intersection of State Highway 24, 
thence west on State Highway 24 to the 
point of beginning. 

Union Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying within T. 20 N.. Rs. 1 W. and 1 E.. and 
T. 21 N., Rs. 1 W and 1 E. 

Vernon Pariah. That portion of the parish 
lying within T. 2 N., R. 9 W.; and that por¬ 
tion of the parish lying within the Fort 
Polk military reservation. 

Washington Parish. The entire parish. 

Webster Parish. T. 18 N.. Rs. 8 and 9 W.; 
T. 19 N., R. 9.W.; and all that area lying 
within the corporate limits of the City of 
Sprlnghill. 

Winn Parish. That portion of the parish 
lying within T. 11 N.. Rs. 2 and 3 W. 

(2) Suppressive area. 

Bienville Parish. That area lying within 
the corporate limits of the City of Arcadia. 

Bossier Parish. That area within the cor¬ 
porate limits of Bossier City bounded by a 
line beginning at a point where Barksdale 
Boulevard Intersects the Kansas City South¬ 
ern Railroad, thence southeast along Barks¬ 
dale Boulevard to Its Junction with Central 
Park Drive, thence southwest along Central 
Park Drive to its junction with Rodney 
Street, thence southwest along a line pro¬ 
jected from a point at the Junction of Cen¬ 
tral Park Drive and Rodney Street to the 
east bank of Red River, thence northwest 
along said bank of the Red River to its inter¬ 
section with the Kansas City Southern Rail¬ 
road. thence northeast along the Kansas City 
Railroad to the point of beginning. * 

Calcasieu Parish. Secs. 15, 16, 21. and 22, 
T. 8 8., R. 12 W.; secs. 31. 32. 33. 84. and 85, 
T. 8 S„ R. 18 W.; secs. 2, 8, 4. 5, that portion 
of secs. 6, 7, 8. and 9 within the parish, and 
secs. 10 and 11. T. 9 S., R. 13 W.; that portion 
of sec. 36, T. 8 S., R. 14 W. within the parish; 
and that portion of sec. 1, T. 9 S„ R. 14 W., 
within the parish. 

Grant Parish. Sec. 16, T. 6 N., R. 1 W. 

Lafourche Parish. That portion of T. 15 8., 
R. 17 E., lying within the parish. 

West Feliciana Parish. Secs. 51. 52, 67, and 
68. T. 3 S.. R. 3 W.. excluding that area lying 
within the corporate limits of the City of St. 
Fr&nclsvllle. 

# 

Mississippi 

(1) Generally infested area. 


Carroll County. T. 17 N„ R. 5 E.; secs. 1, 12, 
and 13, T. 19 N., R. 3 E.; and NW1/4 T. 19 N., 
R.4E. 


Tallahatchie County. Secs. 2 and 3. T. 24 
N., R. 2 E.; secs. 34 and 35, T. 25 N.. R. 2 E.; 
and NE1/4 T. 25 N., R. 3 E. 


Kentucky 

(1) Generally infested area. None. 

(2) Suppressive area—Christian County. 
That area bounded by a line beginning at a 
point on TJJ3. Highway 41-A. 0.5 mile north 
of the Tennessee-Kentucky State line and 50 
feet north of the Edston TV A Sub-station, 
thence along an imaginary line from said 
point 110 yards due east, thence 220 yards 
south along an Imaginary line parallel to U3. 
Highway 41-A, thence 110 yards due west 
along another imaginary line to T7.S. High¬ 
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way 41-A, thence north along said highway 
to the point of beginning. 

McCracken County. That area of the City 
of Paducah bounded by a line beginning at 
a point where Lone Oak Road intersects Jack- 
son Street, thence northeasterly along Jack- 
son Street to Its Junction with 81st Street, 
thence southeasterly along an Imaginary line 
projected from said Junction across the Pax¬ 
ton Park Golf Course to the Junction of Oak 
Street and Emmet Street, thence westerly 
along said street to its Junction with Lone 
Oak Road, thence northerly along said road 
to the point of beginning. 

Warren County. That area of the City of 
Bowling Green bounded by a line beginning 
at a point where Nashville Road Intersects 
Normal Boulevard, thence westerly along said 
boulevard to its Junction with Normal Drive, 
thence northerly along s&ld drive to Its Junc¬ 
tion with State Street, thence northerly along 
State Street to its junction with 16th Street, 
thence southeasterly along 16th Street to 
its Junction with Chestnut Street, thence 
southwesterly along Chestnut Street to its 
Junction with Ogden Avenue, thence easterly 
along Ogden Avenue to its Junction with 15th 
Street, thence southeasterly along 15th 
Street to its Junction with Magnolia Ave¬ 
nue and Cook Street, thence southwesterly 
along Magnolia Avenue and Cook Street to 
Its junction with Cabell Drive, thence south¬ 
erly along said drive to Its Junction with 
Smith Drive, thence southwesterly along 
Smith Drive to Its junction with Rodes 
Avenue, thence south along Rodes Avenue 
to Its junction with Loving Avenue, thence 
west along Loving Avenue to the point of be¬ 
ginning. 

Missouri 

(1) Generally invested area. None. 

(2) Suppressive area—Dunklin County. 
That portion of the county lying within the 
corporate limits of the City of Cardwell in 
secs. 3 and 10, Buffalo twp. T. 16 N. f R. 7 E.; 
that portion of the county within the City 
of Malden lying east of Missouri Route 25 
in sec s. 10 and 15, Cotton Hill twp. T. 22 N., 
R. 10 E. 

New Madrid County. That portion of the 
county lying within and bounded by the cor¬ 
porate limits of the City of Portageville. 

Texas 

(1) Generally infested area. None. 

(2) Suppressive area—Harris County. That 
portion of the county bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning at the point where Gosling Road 
crosses Willow Creek, thence easterly along 
said creek to its confluence with Spring 
Creek, thence southeasterly along said creek 
to U5. Highway 59. thence southwesterly 
along said highway to its Junction with Texas 
Highway 525. thence west along said high¬ 
way to its Junction with Interstate Highway 
45. thence southerly along said highway to 
its intersection with West Road, thence west 
along said road to Its Junction with Stuebner 
Airline Road, thence northwesterly along said 
road to its junction with State Secondary 
Road 2920, thence east along said road to its 
intersection with Rhodes Road, thence north 
along said road to its Junction with Spring- 
Stuebner Road, thence westerly along said 
road to its Junction with Goslin Road, thence 
north along said road to the point of begin¬ 
ning. 

Jasper County. That portion of the county 
hounded by a line beginning at the inter¬ 
section of Texas Highway 63 and Farm Road 
254 and extending north and northeast 
along said farm road to its termination, 
thence easterly along the West Lake Peach 
Tree Road to its Junction with Farm Road 
2800, thence southeasterly along said farm 
road to its intersection with Gulf States 
Utilities Power Transmission Line, thence 
east along said Power Transmission Line to 


No. in 
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its Junction with U.S. Highway 96. thence 
northerly along said highway to the Junction 
of the Collins-Harrlsburg Road, thence east¬ 
erly along said road to its Junction with Farm 
Road 1738, thence southerly along said road 
to its Junction with Texas Highway 63, thence 
southwesterly along said highway to the 
Junction of a county road at Bishop Chapel, 
thence southerly along said county road to 
its Junction with Farm Road 1408, thence 
northwesterly along said road for a distance 
of 0.7 mile to where it crosses a triple gas 
transmission line, thence southerly along 
said gas transmission line to where it crosses 
Big Walnut Run, thence southwesterly along 
Big Walnut Run to where It crosses the east 
leg of Farm Loop Road 777, thence northeast¬ 
erly along said road to its junction with Stick 
Road, thence west along said road to its junc¬ 
tion with Farm Road 1747, thence north 
along said road to its Junction with Farm 
Road 2799, thence east along said road to its 
Junction with Farm Road 264, thence north¬ 
erly along said road to the point of beginning. 

Tyler County. That portion of the county 
bounded by a line beginning at the point of 
Junction of Farm Road 256 and a county 
road running from Shiloh through Doucette 
to Barlow, and extending along said county 
road In an easterly direction to where it 
crosses Theuvenins Creek, thence southeast¬ 
erly along said creek to where it crosses Farm 
Road 1013, thence westerly along said farm 
road to its Junction with U.8. Highway 69, 
thence southerly along said highway to where 
It crosses Big Cypress Creek, thence north¬ 
westerly along said creek to its confluence 
with Little Cypress Creek, thence northerly 
along Little Cypress Creek to where it crosses 
U.S. Highway 190, thence westerly along said 
highway to its Junction with Farm Road 256, 
thence northerly along said road to the point 
of beginning, but excluding the towns of 
Doucette and Hillister. 

(Secs. 8 and 9, 37 Stat. 318, as amended, sec. 
106, 71 Stat. 33; (7 U.S.C. 161, 162 150ee); 37 
FR 28464, 28477; 38 FR 19140; 7 CFR 301.72- 
2, as amended) 

Tills amendment shall become effective 
June 18, 1974. 

The Deputy Administrator of the Plant 
Protection and Quarantine Programs has 
determined that the whitefringed beetle 
has been found or there is reason to be¬ 
lieve it is present in the civil divisions 
and parts of civil divisions listed as regu¬ 
lated areas or that it is necessary to reg¬ 
ulate such areas because of their prox¬ 
imity to whitefringed beetle infestation 
or their inseparability for quarantine en¬ 
forcement purposes from whitefringed 
beetle infested localities. Further, he has 
also determined that the areas desig¬ 
nated as suppressive and generally in¬ 
fested areas are eligible for such desig¬ 
nation under § 301.72-1, as amended. 

The Deputy Administrator has also de¬ 
termined that each of the quarantined 
States, wherein only portions of the 
State are designated as regulated areas 
has adopted and is enforcing a quaran¬ 
tine or regulation which imposes restric¬ 
tions on the Intrastate movement of the 
regulated articles which are substantially 
the same as those which are imposed 
with respect to the interstate movement 
of such articles under the quarantine and 
regulations in this subpart, and that the 
designation of less than the entire State 
as a regulated area will otherwise be 
adequate to prevent the interstate spread 
of the whitefringed beetle. Therefore, 
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such civil divisions and parts of civil di- 
visons listed above are designated as 
whitefringed beetle regulated areas. 

The document imposes restrictions 
that are necessary in order to prevent the 
dissemination of the whitefringed beetle 
and should be made effectively promptly 
to accomplish its purpose in the public 
interest. Accordingly, it is found upon 
good cause, under the administrative pro¬ 
cedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, that 
notice and other public procedure with 
respect to the foregoing amendment are 
impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest, and good cause is found for 
making it effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C.. this 12th 
day of June 1974. 

Leo G. K. Iverson, 
Deputy Administrator , Plant 

Protection and Quarantine Programs. 

[FR Doc.74-13901 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart—Whitefringed Beetle 

Exempted Articles 

This document amends the regulations 
supplemental to the Whitefringed Beetle 
Quarantine by adding transplants, if 
substantially free of soil, to the list of 
articles exempted from certification, 
permit, or other requirements and also 
by deleting compost, decomposed ma¬ 
nure, humus, and peat from the list. 

Statement of considerations. It is not 
considered necessary to regulate trans¬ 
plants substantially free of soil to pre¬ 
vent the spread of the whitefringed 
beetle. Therefore, they are being ex¬ 
empted from regulation. Compost, de¬ 
composed manure, humus, and peat are 
no longer regulated under the quaran¬ 
tine and therefore are deleted. 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
8 and 9 of the Plant Quarantine Act of 
August 20, 1912, as amended, and sec¬ 
tion 106 of the Federal Plant Pest Act 
(7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee>. and in* ac¬ 
cordance with § 301.72-2 of the White¬ 
fringed Beetle Quarantine regulations (7 
CFR 301.72-2, as amended), the supple¬ 
mental regulation exempting certain 
articles from specified requirements of 
the regulations, 7 CFR 301.72-2b is here¬ 
by amended to read as follows: 

§ 301.72—2b Exempted articles. 1 

The following articles are exempt from 
the certification, permit, or other re¬ 
quirements of this subpart if they meet 
the applicable conditions prescribed in 
paragraphs (a) through (c) of this sec¬ 
tion and have not been exposed to 
infestation after cleaning or other han¬ 
dling as prescribed in said paragraphs: 

(a) Potting soil, if commercially pre¬ 
pared, packaged, and shipped in original 
containers. 


* The articles hereby exempted remain sub¬ 
ject to applicable restrictions under other 
quarantines. 


(b) Used mechanized soil-moving 
equipment, if it has only compacted soil 
or is cleaned of all noncompacted 3 soil. 

(c) Transplants, if substantially free 1 
of soil. 

(Secs. 8 and 9. 37 Stat. 318, as amended, 
sec. 106, 71 Stat. 33 (7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee); 
37 FR 28464, 28477, 38 FR 19140; 38 FR 10071, 
7 CFR 301.72-2) 

The Deputy Administrator of the Plant 
Protection and Quarantine Programs 
has found that facts exist as to the 
pest risk involved in the movement of 
such articles which make it safe to re¬ 
lieve the requirements as provided 
herein. 

This amendment relieves certain re¬ 
strictions heretofore imposed, and should 
be made effective promptly in order to 
be of maximum benefit to the persons 
subject to the restrictions that are be¬ 
ing relieved. Also, it does not appear 
that additional information would be 
made available to the Department by 
public participation in rulemaking pro¬ 
ceedings on the amendment. Accordingly, 
it is found, under the administrative 
procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, 
that notice and other public procedure 
with respect to this amendment are im¬ 
practicable and unnecessary, and good 
cause is found for making it effective 
less than 30 days after publication in 
the Federal Register. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective June 18, 1974. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 12th 
day of June 1974. 

Leo G. K. Iverson, 
Deputy Administrator , Plant 
Protection and Quarantine 
Programs. 

[FR Doc.74-13899 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEG¬ 
ETABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Grapefruit Reg. 74, Amdt. 8; Export Reg 23, 
Amdt. 4] 

PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, TAN¬ 
GERINES, AND TANGELOS GROWN IN 
FLORIDA 

Grade Regulations for Grapefruit and 
Oranges 

The amendment to Regulation 74 
lowers the minimum grade requirement 
applicable to domestic shipments of 
seeded grapefruit to Improved No. 2 on 
June 14, 1974. The amendment to Regu¬ 
lation 23 lowers the minimum grade re¬ 
quirement applicable to export ship¬ 
ments of oranges, other than Navel, 
Temple and Murcott Honey oranges, to 
U.S. No. 2 on June 24,1974. The specifica- 


* Compacted soil Is defined as soil attached 
to equipment which cannot be removed by 
brisk brushing and/or washing with water 
under normal city water pressure. 

»Not sufficient soU to harbor whitefringed 
beetle larvae. 
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tkrn of such lower minimum grade for 
Florida seeded grapefruit is necessary to 
satisfy demand for such grapefruit dur¬ 
ing the period of seasonally reduced sup¬ 
ply. The amended grade requirement for 
the specified varieties of oranges recog¬ 
nizes the lesser quality of such oranges 
estimated to be remaining for fresh ship¬ 
ment to export outlets. 

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905), 
regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore¬ 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion. It is hereby found that the require¬ 
ments applicable to grapefruit and 
oranges, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) The lower minimum grade require¬ 
ment for domestic shipments of fresh 
seeded grapefruit is consistent with the 
remaining supply of and current and 
prospective demand for such grapefruit 
by fresh market outlets. Fresh shipments 
of Florida grapefruit for the season 
through June 9, 1974, totaled 25.166 car- 
lots, and there were an estimated 1,084 
carlots remaining for shipment. The 
lower grade requirement for export ship¬ 
ments of the specified varieties of oranges 
for the period June 24, 1974, through 
September 29, 1974, reflects the seasonal 
decline in the external appearance of 
such oranges and the prospective demand 
for such oranges by export outlets. For 
the season through June 2. 1974, export 
shipments of Florida fresh oranges 
totaled 765 carlots compared to 264 car- 
lots during a comparable period last 
season. 

( 3> It is hereby further found that It 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pre¬ 
liminary notice, engage in public rule¬ 
making procedure, and postpone the ef¬ 
fective date of these amendments until 30 
davs after publication thereof in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (5 U.S.C. 553) in that the 
time intervening between the date when 
information upon which these amend¬ 
ments are based became available and 
the time when these amendments must 
become effective in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act is insufficient; 
find these amendments lower require¬ 
ments applicable to the handling of 
grapefruit and oranges grown in Florida. 

Order, l. in § 905.551 (Grapefruit Reg¬ 
ulation 74; 38 FR 25665, 28063, 31414, 
W54, 34986; 39 FR 6605, 16231, 17970) 
vhe provisions of paragraph (b) (1) are 
amended to read as follows; 

§905.331 Grapefruit Regulation 74. 

• • • * * 

(b) • • • 

seeded grapefruit, grown In 
ne production area, which do not grade 
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at least UB. No. 1: Provided, That dur¬ 
ing the period June 14, 1974, through 
September 29, 1974, seeded grapefruit 
may be shipped if they grade at least 
Improved No. 2; 

• ♦ « • « 

2. In S 905.554 (Export Regulation 
23; 38 FR 25665, 28063; 39 FR 3812, 
12105) the provisions of paragraphs 
(b)(1) and (b) (9) are amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 905.554 Export Regulation 23. 

• • • • • 

(b> • • • 

(1) Any oranges, except Navel oranges. 
Temple oranges, Murcott Honey oranges, 
and Valencia, Lue Gim Gong and simi¬ 
lar late maturing oranges of the Valen¬ 
cia type, grown in the production area, 
which do not grade at least U.S. No. 1: 
Provided , That during the period June 24, 
1974, through September 29, 1974, such 
oranges may be shipped if they grade at 
least U.S. No. 2; 

• • • • • 

(9) Any Valencia, Lue Gim Gong, and 
similar late maturing oranges of the 
Valencia type, grown in the production 
area, which do not grade at least U.S. No. 
1: Provided, That during the period June 
24, 1974, through September 29. 1974, 
such oranges may be shipped if they 
grade at least U.S. No. 2; 

• t t t « 

(Sees. 1-19, 48 State. 31. as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674)) 

Dated June 13, 1974, to become effec¬ 
tive June 14, 1974. 

Charles R. Brader. 
Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

(FR Doc.74-13976 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 

Title 9—Animals and Animal Products 

CHAPTER I—ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH 
INSPECTION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT 
OF AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER E—VIRUSES. SERUMS. TOXINS. 
AND ANALOGOUS PRODUCTS: ORGANISMS 
AND VECTORS 

PART 113—STANDARD REQUIREMENTS 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

On March 15, 1974, a notice of pro¬ 
posed amendments to Part 113 was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register, 39 FR 

9983. 

These amendments authorize the is¬ 
suance of technical bulletins to be known 
as Supplemental Assay Methods (SAMs), 
standard reference preparations, stand¬ 
ard test reagents, and seed cultures for 
laboratory test reagents as aids in con¬ 
ducting required tests. 

They amend the test methods provided 
in § 113.26 to clarify the use of such 
methods to test materials used in the 
preparation of biological products. They 
authorize the testing of bulk material to 
satisfy the lymphoid leukosis require¬ 
ments for products of avian origin. 

The types of cells to be used when 
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testing cell lines for purity are changed 
to those more appropriate and clarify 
the instructions for their use. Require¬ 
ments for testing nutrient serum used in 
medium for growing bacteria are 
clarified. 

After due consideration of all relevant 
matters, including the proposals set forth 
in the aforesaid notices of rulemaking, 
and the comments and views submitted 
by interested persons, and pursuant to 
the authority contained in the Virus- 
Serum-Toxin Act of March 4, 1913 
(UJS.C. 151-158), the amendments of 
Part 113, of Subchapter E. Chapter 1, 
Title 9 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions, as contained in the aforesaid 
notices are hereby adopted and are set 
forth herein, subject to the following 
noted modifications: 

§ 113.2 has been reworded for clarifi¬ 
cation. “Seed cultures" has been substi¬ 
tuted for “seed virus" in paragraph (d). 

§ 113.26 has been reworded by substi¬ 
tuting “ingredients" for “materials" in 
the lead paragraph and subparagraph 
<c) (3). Subdivision (b) (2) (14) has been 
Teworded for clarity. 

The lead paragraph In § 113.52(d) (4) 
has been reworded for clarity and au¬ 
thorization to use cell lines added to sub¬ 
division (v). 

§ 113.53(b) has been reworded to per¬ 
mit the licensee to process nutrient 
serum other than by pasteurization and 
to clarify the application of the test re¬ 
quirements to such serums used in cell 
culture systems. 

Also, the captions for § 113.36 and 
§ 113.37 are revised by deleting the word 
“extraneous" from each and substituting 
the word “chicken" for “chick" in 
§ 113.37 as being more accurate and uni¬ 
form. These changes are editorial and do 
not substantively change the regulations 
affected. 

1. Section 113.2 is amended to read: 

§ 113.2 Testing aids. 

To better insure consistent and repro¬ 
ducible test results when Standard Re¬ 
quirement tests prescribed In the regula¬ 
tions are conducted. Veterinary Services 
Laboratories, U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, may provide testing aids, when 
available, to licensees, permitees. and 
applicants for licenses and permits. Such 
aids shall be as follows: 

(a) Supplemental Assay Method 
(SAM) is a technical bulletin containing 
detailed instructions for conducting an 
official required test. Such instructions 
shall be in accordance with the pro¬ 
cedures currently being followed at Vet¬ 
erinary Services Laboratories and as im¬ 
proved. proven procedures are developed, 
shall be revised and reissued prior to 
application. 

(b) Standard Reference Preparation is 
a serum, virus, bacterial culture, or anti¬ 
gen to be used in test systems for direct 
comparison with serials of biological 
products under test. 

(c) Standard Test Reagent is a serum, 
antitoxin, fluorescent antibody conju¬ 
gate, toxin, virus, bacterial cultural, or 
antigen to be used In test systems but 
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not for direct comparison with serials of 
biological products under test. 

(d) Seed cultures are small quantities 
of standard organisms to be propagated 
by the recipient to establish a supply for 
use. 

2. The caption and introductory para¬ 
graph of l 113.26, and the provisions in 
S 113.26(b)(1), (b)(2), and (c)(3) are 
amended to read: 

§ 113.26 Detection of viable bacteria 
and fungi except in live vaccine. 

Each serial and subserial of biological 
product except live vaccines shall be 
tested as prescribed in this section un¬ 
less otherwise specified by the Deputy 
Administrator. When Ingredients used in 
the preparation of a biolgoical product 
are required to be free of viable bacteria 
and fungi, they shall also be tested as 
prescribed in this section. 

* • • • • 

(b) Test procedure: 

(1) The media prescribed in para¬ 
graph (a) of this section shall be used in 
sufficient quantity to negate the bacteri¬ 
ostatic or fungistatic activity In the 
Inoculum as determined in 5 113.25(d). 

(2) Inoculum: 

(1) When completed product is tested, 
10 final container samples for each serial 
and subserial shall be used. Inoculate 1 
ml, or entire contents if less than 1 ml, 
from each sample to a corresponding in¬ 
dividual test vessel of culture medium. 

(ii) When cell lines or primary cells 
are tested, 10 samples having a total 
volume of at least five ml of resuspended 
cells shall be tested using media and 
procedures prescribed in paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of this section. 

• • • * ♦ 

(c) • • • 

(3) If growth is found in any test ves¬ 
sel of the final test, the serial, subserial, 
or ingredients to be used in the prepara¬ 
tion of a biological product, as the case 
may be, is unsatisfactory. 

3. § 113.31(a)(2) is amended to read: 

§ 113.31 Detection of avian lymphoid 
leukosis. 

• • • • • 

(a) • • • 

(2) When cell cultures are tested, 5 ml 
of the final cell suspension as prepared 
for seeding of production cell cultures 
shall be used as inoculum. When vaccines 
are tested, the equivalent of 200 doses of 
Newcastle disease vaccine or 500 doses of 
other vaccines for use in poultry, or one 
dose of vaccine for use in other animals 
shall be used as inoculum. Control cul¬ 
tures shall be prepared from the same 
cell suspension as the cultures for testing 
the vaccine. 

• » ♦ » • 

4. § 113.52(d) (4) is amended to read: 

§ 113.52 Requirements for selection of 
cell lines. 

* + # # » 

<«!>••• 

(4) At least one monolayer, at the con¬ 
clusion of the required observation pe¬ 
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riod, shall be alternately frozen and 
thawed three times. A 1.0 ml aliquot of 
disrupted cells shall be dispensed onto at 
least one monolayer of each of the cells 
designated in paragraph (d) (4) (i), (ii), 

(iii), and (iv) of this section. Use of such 
designated cells is a mandatory cell re- 
qurement; Provided, That, if the species 
for which the vaccine is recommended is 
not represented by such designated cells, 
use of the cells designated in paragraph 

(d) (4) (v) of this section is also manda¬ 
tory. 

(i) Vero line of African Green Monkey 
kidney cell line. 

(ii) Embryonic bovine kidney cells. 

(iii) Neonatal canine kidney cells. 

(iv) BHKsi hamster kidney cell line. 

(v) Embryonic cells, neonatal cells, or 
cell lines of the species for which the 
vaccine is recommended. 

• • • * + 

5. The introductory paragraph of 
§ 113.53(b) is amended to read: 

§ 113.53 Requirements for ingredients 
of animal origin. 

• * * • • 

(b) Nutrient serum added to cell cul¬ 
ture systems used in the preparation of 
biological products shall be tested ac¬ 
cording to the tests prescribed in this 
paragraph. Nutrient serum added to 
medium used for growing bacteria shall 
meet the requirements in paragraph (b) 
(1) of this section and shall be processed 
in accordance with methods written into 
the filed Outline of Production. 

* • • # + 

§ 113.36 Detection of pathogens by the 
chicken inoculation test. 

§ 113.37 Detection of pathogens by the 
chicken embryo inoculation test. 

6. The headings for §§ 113.36 and 
113.37 are amended to read as set forth 
above. 

It is hereby found that notice of rule- 
making and public procedure thereon are 
impracticable and unnecessary, and this 
amendment should be made effective 
June 28. 1974. 

Effective date . This amendment takes 
effect July 22,1974. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 13th 
day of June 1974. 

Pierre A. Chaloux, 
Acting Deputy Administrator, 
Veterinary Services, Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection 
Service . 

[FR Doc.74-13903 Piled 6-17-74;8:46 am] 


Title 10—Energy 

CHAPTER II—FEDERAL ENERGY OFFICE 

APPENDIX; RULINGS 
(FEO Ruling 1974-16) 

PORTABLE SANITATION INDUSTRY 

Facts. Firm A is engaged in the 
delivery, maintenance, and servicing of 
portable sanitation facilities to locations 
at which no permanent toilet facilities 
are available, such as construction sites, 
sporting events, recreation areas and the 


scenes of natural disasters and accidents. 
Firm A delivers and installs portable 
chemical toilets and provides regular 
maintenance of the units, including 
pumping and disposal of the toilet effluent 
and furnishing fresh chemicals, toilet 
paper, deodorant blocks and other sup¬ 
plies. 

Issue. Is Firm A engaged in “sanitation 
services,” as defined in § 211.51 of the 
Mandatory Pet roleum Allocation Regula¬ 
tions (10 CFR 211.51), for purposes of 
determining the allocation level under 
which it is entitled to purchase motor 
gasoline? 

Ruling. Yes. As defined in § 211.51, 
"sanitation services’ 1 means “the collec¬ 
tion and disposal for the general public 
of solid wastes, whether by public or pri¬ 
vate entities, and the maintenance, oper¬ 
ation and repair of liquid purification 
and waste facilities during emergency 
conditions.** In its business, Firm A col¬ 
lects and disposes of solid wastes for the 
general public at sporting events and rec¬ 
reational areas. In addition, although 
equipment installed and maintained at 
construction sites is primarily for the use 
of the parties involved in the construc¬ 
tion project, such facilities are frequently 
available for the use of the general pub¬ 
lic. At times Firm A is called upon to 
maintain and operate waste facilities 
during emergency conditions, such as 
those prevailing after floods, storms and 
other natural disasters, or at scenes of 
accidents or rescue operations. Firm A is 
therefore engaged in sanitation services 
as defined under the Mandatory Petro¬ 
leum Allocation Regulations. 

The allocation level for sanitation serv¬ 
ices is one hundred percent of current re¬ 
quirements, subject to the supplier’s allo¬ 
cation fraction. Firm A is therefore en¬ 
titled under § 211.103(c) (1) (iii) to pur¬ 
chase one hundred percent of its current 
requirements of motor gasoline, reduced 
by an allocation fraction, if it is a whole¬ 
sale purchaser-consumer as defined in 
§211.51, or a bulk purchaser as defined in 
§211.102, subject to any other appli¬ 
cable provisions of the regulations. 

William N. Walker, 
General Counsel, 
Federal Energy Office. 

June 12,1974. 

(FR Doc.74-13891 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am) 


[FEO Ruling 1974-16] 

ALLOWABLE USE OF MULTIPLE 
ALLOCATION FRACTIONS 

Section 211.10(b), Chapter II of Title 
10, Code of Federal Regulations, requires 
suppliers to have a single allocation frac¬ 
tion for all purchasers except to the ex¬ 
tent permitted by § 211.14 or unless per¬ 
mitted or required by order of the FEO. 
Suppliers with two or more distribution 
subsystems or regions independent of one 
another may petition the National FEO 
for permission to use multiple allocation 
fractions whenever use of a single frac¬ 
tion would be impracticable or inconsist¬ 
ent with the objectives of the Mandatory 
Petroleum Allocation Program. 
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FEO has concluded that suppliers 
which are engaged in distribution of allo¬ 
cated products both in the 48 contiguous 
States and in Alaska. Hawaii, or any ter¬ 
ritory or possession of the United States 
will be able to justify the use of multiple 
allocation fractions under § 211 . 10 (b) 
because of geographical considerations. 
FEO will therefore permit the use of 
allocation fractions for Alaska, Hawaii, 
or any territory or possession of the 
United States which are different from 
the single fraction used for the 48 con¬ 
tiguous States, without the filing of a 
petition otherwise required by § 211.10 
(b). 

A supplier which uses multiple alloca¬ 
tion fractions pursuant to this ruling 
must notify PEO if its allocation frac¬ 
tion in Alaska, Hawaii, or any state, ter¬ 
ritory or possession of the United States 
exceeds by 0.3 or more or falls below the 
allocation fraction of the supplier used 
in the 48 contiguous States. If it appears 
that a supplier’s allocation fraction in 
any such area varies greatly from Its al¬ 
location fraction in its distribution sub¬ 
system or subsystems in the 48 contigu¬ 
ous States, or is otherwise impracticable 
or inconsistent with the objectives of the 
Mandatory Petroleum Allocation Pro¬ 
gram, FEO may require the supplier to 
submit information Justifying its prac¬ 
tice, and may order modification of the 
allocation fractions used. Including the 
use of a single allocation fraction for all 
purchasers. 

William N. Walker, 
General Counsel , 
Federal Energy Office . 

June 12,1974. 

1FEDoc.74-13892 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


{FEO Ruling 1974-171 

BASE PRICE COMPUTATION 

Facts. Firm R is a refiner of covered 
petroleum products subject to the Man¬ 
datory Petroleum Price Regulations of 
the Federal Energy Office (10 CFR Part 
212). Under Subpart E of Part 212. to 
determine Its lawful selling prices, Firm 
R must first compute its base prices. 
The base price for sales of an item by 
a refiner is defined in 10 CFR 212.82(f) 
as the “weighted average price at which 
the item was lawfully priced in trans¬ 
actions with the class of purchaser con¬ 
cerned on May 15, 1973” plus increased 
product costs incurred since that date. 

R computes its weighted average 
May 15 , 1973 selling price for a product 
sold to a particular class of purchaser. 
F inn R, however, does not determine 
prices to individual customers within 
that class of purchaser by use of this 
weighted average May 15, 1973 selling 
Pnce. Instead, to determine its “base 
prices,” Firm R adds an equal amount 
increased product costs to each 
May 15, 1973 selling price to each indi¬ 
vidual customer within that class of 
Purchaser, and thereby maintains the 
Price differences between customers 
v-ithin that class of purchaser which 
pasted on May 15, 1973. By so doing, 
irm R asserts that it Is maintaining a 
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weighted average May 15, 1973 selling 
price, plus increased product costs, even 
though some of the firm’s sales to cus¬ 
tomers within that class are now at 
prices above, and some are now at prices 
below, the actual weighted average 
May 15, 1973 selling price, plus increased 
product costs. 

To illustrate, Firm R’s base price de¬ 
termination for sales of a product to a 
particular class of purchaser may be 
represented as follows, assuming that 
each customer within the class was sold 
an equal number of units on May 15: 

{In cento] 


Customers 
lo a 
class of 
purchaser 

May 15 
selling 
price 

Weighted 

average 

price 

In¬ 

creased 

product 

cost 

Base 

price 

New 

Unit 

price 

charged 

A. 

10 




12 

B.i.. 

11 

— 

--- 

13“ 

13 

c_ 

12 




14 





Average. 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. J J , 

13 


The price to B was Firm R’s prevail¬ 
ing market price on May 15, 1973; the 
lower price to A was due to a special, 
temporary deal in effect on May 15; and 
the higher price to C was caused by the 
provisions of a short-term agreement 
under which C purchased Its product. 
These price differences within the same 
class of purchaser were random differ¬ 
entials. They did not constitute custom¬ 
ary price differentials, which would have 
served to establish separate classes of 
purchaser, because they were not con¬ 
sistently and historically applied price 
distinctions based on differences in vol¬ 
ume, grade, quality, or location or type 
of purchaser or a term or condition of 
sale or delivery. 

Issue. Has Firm R correctly applied 
thg FEO price regulations? 

Ruling. No. Firm R’s efforts to “main¬ 
tain” price differences among its cus¬ 
tomers within a particular class of pur¬ 
chaser are not permitted by FEO price 
regulations. When a seller computes Its 
base prices, those are established with 
respect to a “class of purchaser.” Sec¬ 
tion 212.31 defines a “class of pur¬ 
chaser” as “purchasers or lessees to 
whom a person has charged a compar¬ 
able price for a comparable property or 
service pursuant to customary price dif¬ 
ferential between those purchasers or 
lessees and other purchasers or lessees.” 
A c’ass of purchaser is, therefore, the 
small 3 st unit for which a uniform sell¬ 
ing price may be computed because, by 
definition, no customary price differen¬ 
tials exist within a class of purchaser. 
It should be noted, however, that a class 
of purchaser may consist of only a 
single customer, if that particular cus¬ 
tomer alone was charged a comparable 
price for a comparable property or 
service pursuant to a customary price 
differential between the customer and 
all other customers. 

The base price computed for a class of 
purchaser must be a single price for all 
customers within that class of purchaser. 
In the case of Firm R, the base price for 
customers A, B, and C is 13 cents. By 
charging a unit price of 14 cents to Cus¬ 
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tomer C, Firm R is charging a price In 
excess of the base price which would only 
be permissible if prenotified and cost- 
justified pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 212.82(c)-(k). The same general prin¬ 
ciples also apply to the ca lcula tion of 
lawful selling prices under 10 CFR 212.93. 

William N. Walker. 

General Counsel , 
Federal Energy Office. 

June 12, 1974. 

{FR Doc.74-13893 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


{FEO Ruling 1974-18] 

GASOLINE; DISCOUNTED MAY 15, 1973 

PRICE TO A CLASS OF PURCHASER 

Facts. G&M, a firm engaged in refining 
and marketing petroleum products, dis¬ 
tributes its gasoline products in retail 
sales through its own retail stations and 
through sales to branded and unbranded 
independent sellers. G&M establishes the 
tankwagon and terminal prices for the 
gasoline to be sold within specified areas. 
One May 15, 1973, G&M sold gasoline to 
Company A. a branded independent re¬ 
tailer, which operated a high volume 
retail outlet in a favorable location, at a 
net price which was 1 % cents per gallon 
less than G&M's established tankwagon 
price in that area. G&M regularly extend¬ 
ed this type of competitive discount or al¬ 
lowance to various retailers for a variety 
of reasons. Company A’s discount was a 
competitive inducement for it to con¬ 
tinue to purchase gasoline from G&M. In 
this case, Company A received the dis¬ 
count by a contract addendum made on 
January 1,1973, which was to be in effect 
for an indefinite period, subject to dis¬ 
continuance upon notice by G&M. 

On May 15, 1973, another branded In¬ 
dependent retailer. Company B. also re¬ 
ceived a discount of 1 l /z cents off G&M’s 
tankwagon price for its gasoline. The 
discount to Company B was first placed 
in effect on April 15, 1973, and repre¬ 
sented a form of subsidy to Company B 
(and to other retailers in Company B’s 
pricing zone) for the purpose of alleviat¬ 
ing the impact of a “price war” situation. 
The discount to Company B was not in¬ 
tended to be of indefinite duration, but 
was intended to be temporary and to re¬ 
main in effect only for as long as the 
“price war” situation lasted. 

On June 1, 1973, G&M notified all its 
purchasers that no further sales of gaso¬ 
line would be made at less than the 
tankwagon price. 

Issue. M^y G&M discontinue these dis¬ 
counted sales to its purchasers under the 
price regulations of the Federal Energy 
Office? 

Ruling. G&M's discount to Company A 
may not be discontinued under FEO reg¬ 
ulations. G&M is not. however, required 
by FEO rules to maintain the discount to 
Company B. 

G&M must calculate its base prices ac¬ 
cording to the rule of 10 CFR 212.82(f). 
This price rule requires that G&M es¬ 
tablish a weighted average May 15. 1973 
selling price to each “class of purchaser.” 
To determine a class of purchaser, 10 
CFR 212.31 requires that G&M identify 
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those “purchasers • • • to whom [G&M1 
has charged a comparable price for com¬ 
parable property • 1 • pursuant to cus¬ 
tomary price differentials between those 
purchasers • • • and other purchasers 
* • V' Section 212.31 identifies a cus¬ 
tomary price differential to include a 
price distinction based on a discount. 

In the case of Company A, the tank- 
wagon price is not the appropriate price 
to apply when calculating the base price 
under § 212.82 because that Company 
customarily paid a price less than the 
tankwagon price. Company A could not, 
therefore, be included in any class of 
purchaser which is charged the tank- 
wagon price. The lower price based on a 
discount, which Company A customarily 
paid, establishes Company A as a mem¬ 
ber of a class of purchaser separate from 
those purchasers which customarily paid 
the tankwagon price. 

Company B, however, may be included 
in the class of purchaser which includes 
persons customarily paying the full tank- 
wagon price. The reason that Company 
B’s lower May 15i 1973 price need not be 
separately maintained in a separate class 
of purchaser is that the discount price to 
Company B was intended to be tempo¬ 
rary and did not, therefore, constitute 
a “customary price differential." Thus, 
although a price discount existed on May 
15, 1973, for Company B, the discount 
was not a customary price differential 
but was limited to the situation in which 
a price “war” prevailed. After that time, 
G&M intended to return Company B's 
price to the tankwagon price level. Be¬ 
cause of the temporary duration of the 
discount in this case, the fact that there 
was a discount on May 15, 1973 does not 
serve to establish a “customary” price 
which might distinguish Company B 
from other purchasers in the class other¬ 
wise associated with Company B. 

As a further means of distinguishing 
between temporary and customary dis¬ 
counts, FEO will generally regard any 
discount that was in effect on May 15, 
1973, and that had either been in effect 
or had been granted for a period of six 
months or more, to be a customary dis¬ 
count. This presumption may be re¬ 
butted in particular situations by 
appropriate factual showing. 

The price rule of 10 CFR 212.82(f) 
nevertheless requires G&M to take into 
account the fact that a discount price 
was paid by Company B on May 15,1973. 
The refiner's price rule of § 212.82(f) 
requires that in determining a lawful 
May 15, 1973 weighted average selling 
price to a class of purchaser, G&M may 
not exclude any temporary special sale, 
deal or allowance which was then in 
effect. The application of § 212.82(f) 
should therefore result in a weighted 
average May 15, 1973 selling price com¬ 
puted by including among the class of 
purchaser customarily paying the full 
tankwagon price, those customers tem¬ 
porarily paying a price which is lower 
than the May 15, 1973 tankwagon price. 
Company B’s May 15, 1973 discount 
price, therefore, would be averaged with 
the May 15, 1973 selling prices to all 


other members of the class of purchaser 
to which Company B would belong if it 
had received no discount. 

In summary, FEO price regulations 
require that price differentials custom¬ 
arily extended must continue in effect to 
members of those classes of purchaser 
which are identified by such customary 
price differentials. These same prin¬ 
ciples govern the price rules for re¬ 
sellers and retailers under 10 CFR 212.93. 

William N. Walker, 
General Counsel , 
Federal Energy Office. 

June 12, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74-18894 Filed 8-17-74;8:45 amj 


Title 12—Banks and Banking 

CHAPTER III—FEDERAL DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE CORPORATION 

SUBCHAPTER A—PROCEDURE AND RULES OF 
PRACTICE 

PART 303—APPLICATIONS, REQUESTS, 
AND SUBMITTALS 

Delegation of Authority To Act on Certain 
Applications 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-10567 appearing at 
page 16229 of the issue for Wednesday, 
May 8, 1974, in 5 303.11(a)(8) on page 
16230, the second line now reading “filed 
by State and members banks upon” 
should read “filed by State member 
banks upon". 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 
CHAPTER II—CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
(Reg. OR-82; Arndt. 40] 

PART 385—DELEGATIONS AND REVIEW 
OF ACTION UNDER DELEGATION; NON¬ 
HEARING MATTER 

Delegation to the General Counsel 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-12999 appearing at 
page 20058 in the issue for Thursday, 
June 6, 1974, the headings should read 
as set forth above. 


Title 15—Commerce and Foreign Trade 

CHAPTER ITI—DOMESTIC AND INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

PART 377—SHORT SUPPLY CONTROLS 
Ferrous Scrap; Additional Quotas for Ship¬ 
ment to Certain Destinations in Second 
Quarter 1974 

Notice is hereby given that, notwith¬ 
standing § 377.4 and Supplement No. 1 to 
Part 377, the Department of Commerce 
has allocated 119,400 additional short 
tons of ferrous scrap for export to certain 
countries from the second quarter 1974 
contingency reserve. The new allocations 
are assigned, following consultations 
with the Department of State and the 
National Security Council, to fill special 
needs that are in consonance with U.S. 
foreign policy objectives. The countries 
eligible for these additional amounts and 
the quantities available to each are as 
follows: 


Contingency Limitation Type "A" 
allocation per per exporter limitation per 
Country country (In (In short tons) country (In 

short tons) short tons) ‘ 


Angola_ 

Bangladesh, 

Bratil_ 

Colombia.. 


Dominican Republic. 
Israel. 


Mexico..i 

New Zealand.. 
Pakista n — 
Peru. 


Thailand. --T . -n r. tt ~ 



10,000 

6,000 

10,000 

10,000 

6,000 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

10,000 

6,000 

10,000 

7,400 


6,000 

3,000 

6.000 

6,000 

2,500 

6,000 

5,000 

6,000 

5,000 

3,000 

6,000 

3.700 


10,000 

6,000 

10,000 

8,900 

460 


5,000 

5.000 

10.000 

1,200 


None permi t tod 


* The column designated "Typo *A* Limitation Per Country" Indicates the total Quantity of Type "A prods 
ferrous scran (as described in Supplement No. 1) which may he licensed from the conUugeuoy allocation (or export 
to a particular country. 


Any exporter who obtains an order 
dated June 11, 1974 or later, for export 
of ferrous scrap to a country which has 
received an additional allocation here¬ 
under, may submit an application for 
an export license with respect thereto, 
whether or not he has a past history 
of exporting scrap to the country in¬ 
volved. The application must be clearly 
marked “Contingency Allocation.” and 
submitted on Forms DIB-622P or FC- 
419 and DIB-623P or FC-420 to the Office 
of Export Administration, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 
20230.* Such application must be ac- 


■ Forms are available from any of the 
Commerce Department’s Domestic and In¬ 
ternational Business Administration District 
Offices, or from the Office of Export Admin¬ 
istration, US. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 


companied by: (1) A photocopy or certi¬ 
fied copy of the order, and (2) where 
import permits are required by the 
country, a statement from the ultimate 
consignee (or other foreign party to the 
transaction), or other documentation, 
which indicates to the satisfaction of 
the Office of Export Administration that 
the permit has been obtained. In order 
for an application to be acceptable, the 
ferrous scrap must be described m 
sufficient detail so that the “Type' j* 
belongs in may be ascertained and veri¬ 
fied. The copy of the contract will serve 
in lieu of Form FC-842, which would 
otherwise be required pursuant to 
§ 375.2 of this chapter. 

No exporter will receive export licenses 
for any country under the rules an¬ 
nounced herein in excess of 5,000 short 
tons, or half of the country’s contingency 
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allocation, whichever is less as indicated 
in the column designated '‘Limitation per 
Exporter/’ Applications received by the 
Office of Export Administration after 
5 p.m. e.d.t., Friday. June 28, 1974 will 
not be considered. The Department of 
Commerce will seek the guidance and ad¬ 
vice of the countries involved as to which 
applications should be licensed for each 
particular country, and the amount of 
Type "A” grade ferrous scrap which 
should be allotted to each particular ap¬ 
plicant within the Type “A” limitation 
for each country. 

Any license issued pursuant to these 
rules will expire 90 days from the date 
of issuance. The shipping tolerance for 
exports with respect thereto shall be 5 
percent. Any cancellation of an order 
automatically revokes the license that 
was issued against it. 

Effective date of action: June 13,1974. 

Ratter H. Meyer, 
Director, Office of 
Export Administration . 

(PR Doc.74-13984 Piled 6-17-74;8:45 amj 

Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 88861 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Tysons Corner Regional Shopping Center, 
et al. 

Subpart—Combining or conspiring: 
5 13.395 To control marketing practices 
and conditions; § 13.430 To enhance, 
maintain or unify prices; 5 13.470 To re¬ 
strain or monopolize trade. Subpart— 
Cutting off access to customers or mar¬ 
ket: § 13.560 Interfering with distribu¬ 
tive outlets. Subpart—Interfering with 
competitors or their goods : 1 § 13.1080 
Interfering with competitors or their 
goods. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.8.C. 46. Interprets 
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
15 US.C 45) [Cease and desist order, Tysons 
Corner Regional Shopping Center, et al.. 
Tysons Corner. Va., Docket 8886. May 3. 1974J 

In the Matter of Tysons Comer Regional 
Shopping Center, a Partnership; 
City Stores Company, a Corpora - 
tion; The May Department Stores 
Company, a Corporation; Woodward 
and Lothrop, Inc., a Corporation 

Consent order requiring a Tysons Cor- 
ner ; Va., developer of a northern Va. 
regional shopping center, among other 
things to cease entering into or enforc¬ 
ing agreements which limit the mer¬ 
chandise, services, or price ranges of 
Prospective tenants or tenants; control 
or allow other tenants to control the ad¬ 
vertising of other tenants; or involves 
any connection with price fixing. 

Consent orders requiring two major 
tenants of Tysons Corner Regional Shop¬ 
ping Center, one headquartered in St. 


1 Not applicable as to respondent Tysons 
corner Regional Shopping Center. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Louis, Mo., and the other in Washington, 

D.C., among other things to cease enter¬ 
ing into or enforcing leases which ex¬ 
clude competitors, fix retail prices, 
eliminate discount selling and otherwise 
restrain trade. 

The order to cease and desist, as to Ty¬ 
sons Corner Regional Shopping Center, 
including further order requiring report 
of compliance therewith, is as follows: 

l. For purposes of this order the fol¬ 
lowing definitions shall apply: 

A. The term “respondents” refers to 
Tysons Corner Regional Shopping Cen¬ 
ter, a partnership, and its partners, of¬ 
ficers, agents, representatives, employees, 
successors, and assigns, in their capaci¬ 
ties as such, and H. Max Ammerman and 
Theodore N. Lerner individually to the 
extent hereinafter specified. The term 
"respondents” refers to any or all of the 
respondents. 

B. The term "shopping center” refers 
to a planned development of retail out¬ 
lets, managed as a unit in relation to a 
trade area which the development is in¬ 
tended to serve, and providing on-site 
parking in some definite relationship to 
the types and sizes of stores in the 
development. 

C. The term "tenant” refers to any 
occupant or potential occupant of retail 
space in any of respondents’ shopping 
centers, whether as a lessee or owner of 
such space. 

D. The term "retailer” refers to a 
tenant which sells merchandise or serv¬ 
ices to the public. 

E. The terms "range of prices” and 
"price range” refer to such descriptive 
words as “popular priced.” "medium 
priced,” "high priced,” “merchandise 
ranging in price from $90 to $190,” and 
"the sale of merchandise at prices less 
than $15 ” 

F. The term “price line” refers to de¬ 
scriptive words identifying a particular 
retailer as an example of a category of 
merchants selling merchandise within a 
generally identifiable range of prices. 

n. Shopping centers with respect to 
which each respondent is bound by this 
Order shall be, in addition to Tysons 
Corner Regional Shopping Center, any 
shopping center constructed after the 
issuance of this Order in which such re¬ 
spondent actively participates in leasing, 
negotiating leases, or enforcing leases, 
or in establishing leasing policies or leas¬ 
ing practices of such shoping center, in¬ 
cluding any standard form of leasing 
contract and substantial modifications 
thereto. 

m. A. It is ordered. That respondents 
cease and desist from making, carrying 
out, or enforcing, directly or indirectly, 
an agreement or provision of an agree¬ 
ment which: 

1. Specifies that any retailer in any of 
respondents’ shopping centers shall or 
shall not sell merchandise or services at 
any particular price or within any range 
of prices; 

2. Specifies that any retailer in any of 
respondents’ shopping centers shall or 
shall not sell designated price lines of 
merchandise; 
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3. Specifies that any retailer in any of 
respondents’ shopping centers shall not 
be a discounter or sell merchandise or 
services at discount prices; 

4. Specifies the content of or prohibits 
any type of advertising by a retailer, 
other than advertising within any of 
respondents’ shopping centers, except 
that respondents may require a tenant to 
include the name, insignia, or other 
identifying mark of any of respondents* 
shopping centers in advertising pertain¬ 
ing to the tenant's store in any of re¬ 
spondents’ shopping centers; or 

5. Prohibits price advertising within 
any of respondents’ shopping centers or 
controls advertising within any of re¬ 
spondents' shopping centers in such a 
way as to make it difficult for consumers 
to discern advertised prices from the 
common area of such shopping centers, 
provided that, in all other respects, re¬ 
spondents may make, carry out, and en¬ 
force reasonable standards for adver¬ 
tising within any of respondents’ shop¬ 
ping centers. 

B. It is further ordered. That respond¬ 
ent Tysons Comer Regional Shopping 
Center will within thirty (30) days after 
service of this Order mail a copy of 
Letter "A,” * attached hereto, to all ten¬ 
ants of Tysons Corner Regional Shop¬ 
ping Center whose leases make refer¬ 
ence in the use clauses to the price or 
qualitv of the merchandise or services to 
be sold. 

C. It is further ordered. That respond¬ 
ents cease and desist from entering into 
any agreement with any tenant that said 
tenant may: 

1 . specify or control or may require 
any of respondents to specify or control 
prices, price ranges, or price lines of 
merchandise or services sold by any other 
retailer; 

2 . control or may require any of re¬ 
spondents to control discounting by any 
other retailer; or 

3. exclude any retailer from any of re¬ 
spondents’ shopping centers by reason of 
such retailer’s discount selling or discount 
advertising. 

D. It is further ordered. That respond¬ 
ents advise the Commission in writing 
within sixty (60) days of any occasion 
that: 

1. A tenant disapproves the admission 
into any of respondents’ shopping centers 
of any other retailer; 

2. A tenant refuses to approve the re¬ 
newal of another retailer’s lease in any of 
respondents’ shopping centers; 

3. A tenant approves the admission of 
another retailer into any of respondents' 
shopping centers subject to conditions 
imposed by the tenant relating to the 
pricing, price ranges, price lines, trade 
names, store names, trade marks, brands 
or lines of merchandise, or the discount¬ 
ing practices or methods of such other 
retailer; or 

4. A tenant enters into an agreement 
with any respondent to become a tenant 
in any of respondents’ shopping centers 


* Letter M A~ filed &8 part of original 
document. 
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on condition that any respondent refuse 
to renew the lease of another retailer. 

IV. It is further ordered. That re¬ 
spondents shall: 

A. Within thirty (30) days after serv¬ 
ice of this Order upon respondents, 
notify each tenant with which any of 
them have a lease of this Order by pro¬ 
viding each such tenant with a copy 
thereof by registered or certified mail; 

B. Within sixty (60) days after service 
of this Order upon respondents, file with 
the Commission a report showing the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied and are complying with each 
and every specific provision of this 
Order; and 

C. Notify the Commission at least 
thirty (30) days prior to any change in 
the form of business organization of Ty¬ 
sons Comer Regional Shopping Center, 
such as dissolution, incorporation, as¬ 
signment, or sale, or any other change in 
the partnership which may affect com¬ 
pliance obligations arising out of this 
Order. 

Issued: May 3,1974. 

By the Commission. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-13925 Piled 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE OPINIONS 
AND RULINGS 

§ 15.485 Location of debt collection 
agency office. 

The Commission issued an advisory 
opinion on December 19,1973 (743 7002), 
to the effect that a debt collection agency 
properly could locate its offices on or 
adjacent to the premises of its clients. 
Since the agency would make every effort 
to disclose its separate identity by plac¬ 
ing its corporate name on the entrances 
to the office, notices sent and stationery 
used, the Commission concluded that its 
Guides Against Debt Collection Deception 
(16 CFR 237) would be observed and 
that debtors would not be deceived. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 41-58) 

Released: January 4,1974. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Charles A. Tobin, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13928 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE OPINIONS 
AND RULINGS 

§ 15.486 Averaging individual profit and 
loss statements in reports to associa¬ 
tion members* 

The Commission issued an advisory 
opinion on February 22. 1974 (7437003), 
to the effect that an accountant for a 
group of about fifteen companies prop¬ 
erly could compile and distribute an 
average profit and loss statement for the 
companies provided the individual firms' 
reporting data was kept strictly confi¬ 
dential and only disclosed as a part of 
the average figures. The Commission 
added that the plan must not be used to 
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secure adherence to prices, quotas of 
production, quotas of sales or to create 
other unlawful trade restraints. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended, 15 U.S.O. 41-58) 
Released: March 6,1974. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Charles A. Tobin, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-13929 Filed 6-17-74; 8:45 am] 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE OPINIONS 
AND RULINGS 

§ 15.487 Collecting and reporting statis¬ 
tical information from members of 
an association* 

The Commission Issued an advisory 
opinion on March 7, 1974 (743 7004), to 
the effect that an association properly 
could collect data and report aggregrate 
figures on production, purchases, ship¬ 
ments, inventory, and unfilled or open 
orders, provided the collection was han¬ 
dled by an independent accounting 
firm. Individual firm's data would not 
be disclosed and no data on prices, 
future projections or estimates would 
be collected. The Commission com¬ 
mented that the program must not be 
used to secure adherence to prices, 
quotas or production, quotas of sales or 
to create other unlawful trade restraints. 
(38 Stat. 717, as amended, 15 VB.C. 41-58) 

Released: March 20,1974. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-13930 Filed 6-17-14;8:45 am] 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE OPINIONS 
AND RULINGS 

§ 15.488 Association by-laws regarding 
membership may not be arbitrary or 
discriminatory. 

The Commission issued an advisory 
opinion on March 8, 1974 (743 7005), 
to the effect that an association's con¬ 
stitution and by-laws should not pro¬ 
vide for arbitrary or discriminatory 
bars to membership to a qualified ap¬ 
plicant or to arbitrary or discriminatory 
dismissal of a member. Membership in 
the association might be a vital com¬ 
petitive factor in the industry. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended, 15 UB.C. 41-58) 

Released: March 20,1974. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13931 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE OPINIONS 
AND RULINGS 

§ 15.489 Refund must be offered to sub¬ 
scribers to discontinued magazine* 

The Commission Issued an advisory 
opinion on March 4, 1974 (743 7006), to 
the effect that subscribers to a discon¬ 


tinued magazine should be notified by 
letter and allowed at least three weeks 
to choose between a refund and a sub¬ 
scription to a substitute magazine. The 
Commission added that those who made 
no choice should be deemed to have 
elected to receive a refund. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 
Released: March 12,1974. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13932 FUed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE OPINIONS 
AND RULINGS 

§ 15.490 Drop shipments proper when 
warehouse distributor does not stock 
item* 

The Commission issued an advisory 
opinion on April 1, 1974 (Dkt. 6889), to 
the effect that the utilization of drop 
shipments for initial stock orders and 
very heavy equipment would not be vio¬ 
lative of the cease and desist order pro¬ 
vided the products are not normally 
stocked by warehouse distributors. The 
Commission added that drop shipments 
would not be permissible if the items 
normally were stocked by warehouse 
distributors. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended. 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 

Released: April 9,1974. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13933 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE OPINIONS 
AND RULINGS 

§ 15.491 Association may prepare deal- 
er’s catalog provided no price infor¬ 
mation is included* 

The Commission issued an advisory 
opinion on April 5, 1974 (Dkt 5979), to 
the effect that sponsorship by an associa¬ 
tion of individualized catalogs to be used 
by dealer members of the association 
showing products, the name of the 
manufacturer, a description of the prod¬ 
uct and a number for ordering purposes 
would not be violative of the cease and 
desist order. A dealer would select the 
pages for his catalogs, could have his 
name printed on the cover and over¬ 
prints on pages to show his name, ad¬ 
dress and phone number. No price infor¬ 
mation would be in the catalogs: any 
manufacturer could aramge to have 
pages printed for his products; and the 
catalog also could be ordered by non¬ 
members of the association. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 

Released: April 17,1974. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Charles A. Tobin, 
Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-13934 FUed 6-17-74;8:45 amj 
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Title 20—Employees’ Benefits 

CHAPTER III—SOCIAL SECURITY ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

[Regs. No. 4. further amended] 

p ART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SUR¬ 
VIVORS, AND DISABILITY INSURANCE 

(1950 _) 

Subpart D—Old-Age, Disability, Depend¬ 
ents’ and Survivors’ Insurance Benefits; 
Period of Disability 

Disability Waiting Period Requirement 

On September 27, 1973, there was pub¬ 
lished In the Federal Register (38 FR 
26921) a notice of proposed rulemaking 
with proposed amendments to Subpart 
D of Regulations No. 4 of the Social Se¬ 
curity Administration. The proposed 
amendments reflect changes effected by 
section 116 of Public Law 92-603, which 
lowers the waiting period an individual 
must serve in order to receive benefits 
under title n of the Act on the basis of 
his disability and/or to establish a period 
of disability. The amendment is effective 
for benefits payable after December 1972 
based on applications filed in or after 
October 1972, or applications filed prior 
to October 1972 on which notice of a final 
decision had not been given the applicant 
or a decision in a civil action commenced 
pursuant to section 205(g) of the Act had 
not become final before October 1972. 

Interested persons were given the op¬ 
portunity to submit, within 30 days, data, 
views or arguments with respect to the 
proposed regulations. 

No written objections have been re¬ 
ceived and the proposed regulations are 
nereby adopted without change and are 
set forth below. 

(Secs. 205. 1102, 63 Stat. 1368. as amended, 
J® $47, as amended; (42 U.S.C. 405, and 


Effective date. The amendments shall 
he effective June 18,1974. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro- 
iSurance ) 13-802 Social Security—DisabUlty 

Dated: May 23,1974. 


J. B. Cardwell, 
Commissioner of Social Security . 

Approved: June 13,1974. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 

Secretary of Health , Education , 
and Welfare . 


A^f^ a . tlons No - 4 ot the Social Security 
ftaministration, as amended (20 CFR 

r JJ„ et . ^ further amended to 
read as follows: 

w’ ® ection 404.308 is amended by revis- 

grLh a /?^ aPh ^ ( ^ > 1 redesignating para- 
eraphs b) and <c> as (c) and (d). re- 

Paras^Lh adding thereto a new 
Paragraph (b), as follows: 

§ 101.308 Disability insurance benefits; 
"ailing period. 

toJjJ eneflts "Payable for months prior 
periM ^i 1973 ' A* Individual's waiting 
ary is 7 ? r ( be . n ® fits Payable prior to Janu- 
consemiti ,} 8 th , e earllest Period of 6 full 
hive calendar months throughout 
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which the individual has been under a 
disability (as defined in section 223(c) of 
the Act); however, an individual’s ‘’wait¬ 
ing period” can begin no earlier than the 
later of: 

(1) The first month such individual is 
insured for disability insurance benefits 
(see § 404.116); 

(2) The 18th month before the month 
in which such individual’s application for 
disability insurance benefits is filed; or 

(3) January 1, 1957. 

For purposes of this paragraph, where 
the individual’s disability begins on the 
first day of the month and continues 
through the last day of the month, such 
month is considered as a full calendar 
month. 

(b) Benefits payable for months after 
December 1972. An individual’s waiting 
period for benefits payable after Decem¬ 
ber 1972 is the earliest period of 5 full 
consecutive calendar months throughout 
which he has been under a disability (as 
defined in section 223(c) of the Act); 
provided that: 

(1) The application is filed: 

(1) After September 1972; or 

(ii) Before October 1972, and 

(a) Notice of the final decision of the 
Secretary was not given to the appli¬ 
cant before October 1972; or 

<b) Notice of the final decision of the 
Secretary was given to the applicant be¬ 
fore October 1972 but a civil action with 
respect to such final decision is com¬ 
menced under section 205(g) of the Act 
(whether before, in, or after October 
1972) and the decision in such civil action 
did not become final before October 1972; 
however 

(2) An individual’s “waiting period” 
can begin no earlier than the later of: 

(i) The first month such individual is 
insured for disability insurance bene¬ 
fits (see § 404.116); or 

(ii) The 17th month before the month 
in which such individual’s application 
for disability insurance benefits is filed. 
For purposes of this paragraph, where 
the individual’s disability begins on the 
first day of the month and continues 
through the last day of the month, such 
month is considered as a full calendar 
month. 

• • • * • 

§ 404.309 [A mended J 

2 . Paragraph (a) of § 404.309 is amend¬ 
ed by adding “and (b) ” to the parenthet¬ 
ical reference “(see § 404.308(a))“ and 
by changing the parenthetical reference 
“(see § 404.308(c))” to “(see § 404.308 
(d)).” 

3. Paragraph (a) (4) of § 404.310 is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§404.310 Period of disability; condi¬ 
tions of entitlement. 

(a) * • • 

(4) Except as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section. 

(i) Not less than 6 full consecutive 
calendar months have elapsed from the 
date on which a period of disability 
could begin (as determine under 
5 404.311) for such individual and before 
the date on which such period of disabil¬ 


ity could end (as determined under 
§ 404.311a); or 

(ii) Not less than 5 full consecutive 
calendar months have elapsed from the 
date on which a period of disability 
could begin (as determined under 
§ 404.311) for such individual and before 
the date on which such period of disabil¬ 
ity could end (as determined under 
§ 404.311a), provided an application is 
filed: 

(a) After September 1972; or 

(b) Before October 1972, and 

(1) Notice of the final decision of the 
Secretary was not given to the applicant 
before October 1972; or 

(2) Notice of the final decision of the 
Secretary was given to the applicant be¬ 
fore October 1972 but a civil action with 
respect to such final decision is com¬ 
menced under section 205(g) of the Act 
(whether before, in, or after October 
1972) and the decision in such civil ac¬ 
tion did not become final before October 
1972. 

For purposes of this paragraph (a) (4) 
where the beginning date of the 
period of disability is the first day of 
a month and the disability continues 
through the last day of the month, such 
month is considered a full calendar 
month. 

• • * • m 

4. Paragraph (e) (2) of § 404.328 is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 404.328 Widow’s insurance benefits; 
conditions of entitlement. 

• • • * • 

(e) Widow’s entitlement based on dis- 
ability. • * 1 

(2) “Waiting period” defined—(i) 
Benefits payable for months prior to Jan¬ 
uary 1972. The “waiting period,” for pur¬ 
poses of entitlement of a widow or sur¬ 
viving divorced wife by virtue of a dis¬ 
ability to benefits payable for months 
prior to January 1973, is the earliest pe¬ 
riod of 6 full consecutive calendar 
months throughout which she was under 
a disability and which began no earlier 
than the later of: 

(a) The first day of the 18th month 
before the month in which she files ap¬ 
plication for widow’s insurance benefits, 
or 

(b) The first day of the sixth month 
before the month in which the period de¬ 
scribed in paragraph (e) ( 1 ) of this sec¬ 
tion began. 

(ii) Benefits payable for months after 
December 1972. (a) The “waiting pe¬ 
riod,” for purposes of entitlement of a 
widow or surviving divorced wife by vir¬ 
tue of a disability to benefits payable for 
months after December 1972, is the ear¬ 
liest period of 5 full consecutive calen¬ 
dar months throughout which she was 
under a disability, provided the applica¬ 
tion is filed: 

(1) After September 1972; or 

( 2 ) Before October 1972, and 

( i ) Notice ot the final decision of the 
Secretary was not given to the applicant 
before October 1972; or 

(ii) Notice of the final decision of the 
Secretary was given to the applicant be- 


No. ns-3 
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fore October 1972 but a civil action with 
respect to such final decision is com¬ 
menced under section 205(g) of the Act 
(whether before, in, or after October 
1972) and the decision in such civil ac¬ 
tion did not become final before October 
1972. 

(b> However, the waiting period can 
begin no earlier than the later of: 

( 1 ) The first day of the 17th month 
before the month in which she files ap¬ 
plication for widow’s insurance bene¬ 
fits, or 

(2) The first day of the fifth month 
before the month in which the period 
described in paragraph (e)( 1 ) of this 
section began. Months in which a widow T 
was disabled before the month of the 
wage earner’s death, and such months 
before the months of termination of 
entitlement to mother’s Insurance bene¬ 
fits may be counted as months in the 
waiting period if they otherwise meet 
the requirements of paragraph (e) ( 1 ) (i) 

(a), (b) or (e) ( 1 ) (ii) (b), of this para¬ 
graph (e) (2) as applicable. If the widow 
was previously entitled to a widow’s in¬ 
surance benefit based on disability, en¬ 
titlement to which benefit terminated 
prior to the month in which she again 
becomes disabled, a waiting period is not 
required if she again becomes disabled 
and meets all other requirements for 
entitlement. For purposes of this para¬ 
graph (e) ( 2 ) where the widow’s disability 
begins on the first day of the month and 
continues through the last day of the 
month, such month is considered as a full 
calendar month. 

» • * • • 

5. Paragraph (c) (2) of § 404.331 is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 
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(i) Notice of the final decision of the 
Secretary was not given to the applicant 
before October 1972; or 

(ii) Notice of the final decision of the 
Secretary was given to the applicant be¬ 
fore October 1972 but a civil action with 
respect to such final decision is com¬ 
menced under section 205(g) of the Act 
(whether before, in, or after October 
1972) and the decision in such civil ac¬ 
tion did not become final before October 
1972. 

(b) However, the waiting period can 
begin no earlier than the later of: 

( 1 ) The first day of the 17th month 
before the month in which he files ap¬ 
plication for widower’s insurance bene¬ 
fits, or 

(2) The first day of the fifth month 
before the month in which the period 
described in paragraph (c)( 1 ) of this 
section began. Months in which a 
widower was disabled before the month 
of the wage earner’s death may be 
counted as months in the waiting period 
if they otherwise meet the requirements 
of paragraphs (c>( 2 ) (i)(a) f (b) or (c) 
( 2 ) (ii) (a) of this section as applicable. 
If the widower was previously entitled 
to a widower’s insurance benefit based on 
disability, entitlement to which benefit 
terminated prior to the month in which 
he again becomes disabled, a waiting pe¬ 
riod is not required if he again becomes 
disabled and meets all other requirements 
for entitlement. For purposes of this sub- 
paragraph, where the widower’s disabil¬ 
ity begins on the first day of the month 
and continues through the last day of 
the month, such month is considered a 
full calendar month. 

[FR Doc.74-13973 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.803, Social Security—Retire¬ 
ment Insurance.) 

Effective date. The amendments shall 
be effective June 18,1974. 

Dated: May 23,1973. 

J. B. Cardwell, 

Commissioner of Social Security . 

Approved: June 13,1974. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 

Secretary of Health, Education , 
and Welfare . 

Subpart K, Regulations No. 4 of the 
Social Security Administration, as 
amended <20 CFR Part 404), is further 
amended as set forth below. 

1. Section 404.1013 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (e) (2) (ii) to read as 
follows: 

§ 404.1013 Services m employ of United 
States or instrumentalities thereof. 

(e) • • • 

( 2 ) • • • 

(ii) In the employ of a Federal land 
bank association (formerly national farm 
loan association), a production credit 
association, a Federal Reserve bank, or a 
Federal credit union; and after 1959, in 
the employ of a Federal land bank, a 
Federal intermediate credit bank and a 
bank for cooperatives; and. after 1972.in 
the employ of a Federal Home Loan 
bank. Services performed as an employee 
of a Federal Home Loan Bank during the 
period January 1, 1967, through Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1972, are not excepted from em¬ 
ployment if the employee is employed 
by the Federal Home Loan bank on Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1973, and the taxes imposed by 
sections 3101 and 3111 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 with respect to 
such services are paid by July 1. 1973, or 
at a later date provided in an agreement 
entered into prior to July 1, 1973, with 
the Secretary of the Treasury or his 
delegate; 

• • • • • 

2. Section 404.1014a is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (b) to read as follows: 

§ 404.1014n Services in the employ of 
the Governments of American Samoa 
and Guam. 

• * • • * 

(b) Guam. Services in the employ of 
the government of Guam, its political 
subdivisions, or any instrumentality ol 
any one or more of the foregoing wholly 
owned thereby, performed by an officer 
or employee thereof (including a member 
of the legislature of such government or 
political subdivision) are excepted from 
employment; Provided , henvever. Thai 
services performed after 1972 by suen 
employee properly classified as a tempo¬ 
rary or as an intermittent employee are 
not excepted from employment unless 
performed by an elected official, a niem- 
ber of the legislature, or a patient or in¬ 
mate in a hospital or penal institution, 
or are covered by a retirement system 
established by a law of Guam. 

3. Section 404.1019 is amended by re- 
vising paragraph (b) to read as follows. 


§ 404.331 Widower'* insurance benefit*; 
condition* of entitlement. 

« • • • • 

(c) Widoiver's entitlement based on 
disability. • • • 

(2) “Waiting period” defined —(I) 
Benefits payable for months prior to 
January 1973. The "waiting period,” for 
the purposes of entitlement to a widow by 
virtue of a disability to benefits payable 
for months prior to January 1973, is the 
earliest period of 6 full Consecutive cal¬ 
endar months throughout which he was 
under a disability and which began no 
earlier than the later of: 

(a) The first day of the 18th month 
before the month in which he files ap¬ 
plication for widower’s insurance bene¬ 
fits, or 

(b) The first day of the sixth month 
before the month in wiiich the period 
described in paragraph (c) ( 1 ) of this 
section began. 

(ii) Benefits payable for months after 
December 1972. (a) The “waiting pe¬ 
riod,” for purposes of entitlement of a 
widow r er by virtue of a disability to bene¬ 
fits payable for months after December 
1972, is the earliest period of 5 full con¬ 
secutive calendar months throughout 
which he was under a disability, provided 
the application is filed 

it ) After September 1972; or 

(2) Before October 1972; and 


[Regs. No. 4. further amended] 

PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE 
SURVIVORS, AND DISABILITY INSURANCE 

Subpart K—Employment—Wages—Self- 

Employment—Self-Employment Income 

Creditability of Wages for Social 
Security Purposes 

On Februray 20, 1974, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
6536) a notice of proposed rulemaking 
with proposed amendments to Subpart 
K of Regulations No. 4 reflecting the 
amendments to the Social Security Act 
made by section 203 of Pub. L. 92-336 
enacted July 1. 1972; several sections of 
Pub. L. 92-603 enacted October 30. 1972; 
section 203 of Pub. L. 93-66 enacted 
July 9, 1973, and section 5(a) of Pub. L. 
93-233 enacted December 31, 1973. 

Interested persons w^ere given the op¬ 
portunity to submit, within 30 days, data, 
views or arguments with regard to the 
proposed changes. 

No comments were received. Accord¬ 
ingly, the proposed amendments are 
hereby adopted without change and are 
set forth below. 

(Secs. 205. 209, 210, 229. and 1102 of the 
Social Security Act, as amended. 53 Stat. 
1368. as amended, 49 Stat. 025, as amended, 
64 Stat. 502, as amended. 81 Stat. 833. os 
amended, 49 Stat. 647, as amended (42 UJS.C. 
405, 409. 410, 429, and 1302.)) 
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§404.1019 Students employed by 
schools, colleges, or universities* 

• • • • * 

(b) Services performed in the employ 
of a school, college, or university as de¬ 
fined in paragraph (a) of this section 
(whether or not such organization is ex¬ 
empt from income tax) are excepted 
from employment, if the services are per¬ 
formed by a student who is both enrolled 
in and regularly attending classes at such 
school, college, or university. Effective for 
services performed after 1972 in the em¬ 
ploy of a private, nonprofit auxiliary 
organization of such a school, college, or 
university which is organized and op¬ 
erated exclusively for the benefit of, to 
perform functions of, or to carry out the 
purposes of the school, college, or uni¬ 
versity and is operated, supervised, or 
controlled by or in connection with the 
school, college, or university are also ex¬ 
cepted from employment, if the services 
are performed by a student who is both 
enrolled in and regularly attending 
classes at the school, college, or uni¬ 
versity. 

• ♦ • • • 


4. Section 404.1027 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraphs (a)( 1 ), (n)(l), and 
(q) ( 2 ) and by adding paragraph (u) to 
read as follows: 

§404.1027 Exclusions from wages* 


(a) Annual wage limitation. (1) The 
terra “wages” does not include that part 
of the remuneration paid by an employer 
to an employee within any calendar year: 

(i) After 1950 and prior to 1955 which 
exceeds the first $3,600 of remuneration; 

(ii) After 1954 and prior to 1959 which 
exceeds the first $4,200 of remuneration; 

dii) After 1958 and prior to 1966 which 
exceeds the first $4,800 of remuneration; 

(iv) After 1965 and prior to 1968 which 
exceeds the first $6,600 of remuneration; 

(v) After 1967 and prior to 1972 which 
exceeds the first $7,800 of remuneration; 

(vi) After 1971 and prior .to 1973 which 
exceeds the first $9,000 of remuneration; 

(vii) After 1972 and prior to 1974 
which exceeds the first $10,800 of 
remuneration; 

(vili) After 1973 and prior to 1975 
which exceeds the first $13,200 of re¬ 
muneration; or 

(ix) After 1974 which exceeds an 
amount equal to the contribution and 
wnefifc base as determined under section 

, °f the Act which is effective for such 
calendar year; 

(exclusive of remuneration excepted 
irom wages in accordance with para¬ 
graphs (b) through (u) of this section) 
Paid within the calendar year by an 
employer to the employee for employ¬ 
ment performed by him at any time 


m *5 Payments to employees for non - 
k er iods. ( 1 ) The term “wages” does 
van J? clude any payment (other than 
dw t 0I l or sick pay) made by an em- 
t° an employee for a period 
tinn'v?! out w hich the employment rela- 
w p , exlsts between the employer and 
e emp loyee, but in which the employee 


does no work for the employer (includ¬ 
ing employees subject to call for the per¬ 
formance of work), nor any payment 
made to a corporate officer solely for 
holding office during a period in which 
no work was performed, if such payment 
is made: 

(1) In the case of a man, after the 
calendar month in which he attains age 
65, or for payments after 1974, after the 
calendar month in which he attains age 
62; or 

(ii) In the case of a woman, after the 
calendar month in which she attains age 
62, or for payments made before Novem¬ 
ber 1956, after the calendar month in 
which she attains age 65; or 

(iii) In the case of a disabled employee 
regarding payments made after Decem¬ 
ber 1972, the employee is at the time of 
payment entitled to disability insurance 
benefits under the Social Security Act, 
entitlement to which began prior to the 
calendar year in which such payment is 
made. 

• • * • • 

(q) Payments to members of the uni¬ 
formed services. • • • 

(2) An individual is deemed to have 
been paid in each calendar quarter oc¬ 
curring after 1956 in which he was paid 
wages for service as a member of a uni¬ 
formed service, wages of $300 in addition 
to the wages actually paid to him for 
such service. 

• • • • • 

(u) Payments by employer to survivor 
or estate of former employee. The term 
“wages’* does not include any payment 
made after December 31,1972, by an em¬ 
ployer to a survivor or the estate of a 
former employee after the calendar year 
in which such employee died. 

(FR Doc.74-13074 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS 

PART 135—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 

PART 135f—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
MISCELLANEOUS USE 

Gentamicin Sulfate Solution 

The Commissioner of Pood and Drugs 
has evaluated a new animal drug appli¬ 
cation (92-523V) filed by Schering 
Corp., Galloping Hill Rd., Kenilworth, NJ 
07033, proposing the safe and effective 
use of gentamicin sulfate solution for 
dipping turkey eggs as an aid in the re¬ 
duction or elimination of certain micro¬ 
organisms. The application is approved. 

Use of the drug as labeled will not re¬ 
sult in gentamicin residues in edible tis¬ 
sue of turkeys of marketable age. La¬ 
beling contains a warning statement that 
eggs which have been dipped in the drug 
should not be used for food. Tolerances 
for residues of gentamicin in turkeys and 
turkey eggs therefore are not being es¬ 
tablished. 

The regulations are also being amended 
to correct the address of the sponsor. 


Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 
360b(i)> and under author ity d elegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 
Parts 135 and 135f are amended as 
follows: 

§ 135.501 [Amended] 

1. Section 135.501(c) in Part 135 is 
amended by revising the firm name and 
address for sponsor code No. 032 to read; 
Schering Corp., Galloping Hill Rd., Ken¬ 
ilworth, NJ 07033. 

2. Part 135f is amended by adding 
thereto a new section to read as follows: 

§ 135f.4 Gentamicin sulfate solution, 
veterinary. 

(a) Specifications. Each milliliter of 
solution contains gentamicin sulfate 
equivalent to 50 milligrams of gentami¬ 
cin base. 

(b) SpoTisor. See code No. 032 in 
§ 135.501(c) of this chapter. 

(c) Conditions of use. (1) The drug is 
recommended as an aid in the reduction 
or elimination of the following micro¬ 
organisms from turkey-hatching eggs: 
Arizona hinshawii ( paracolon ), Salmon¬ 
ella st. paul, and Mycoplasma melea- 
gridis. 

(2) The drug is added to clean water to 
provide a dip solution with a gentamicin 
concentration of 250 to 1,000 parts per 
million. A concentration of 500 parts per 
million is recommended. Clean eggs 
should be held submerged in the genta¬ 
micin solution under a vacuum of about 
27.5-38 centimeters of mercury for 5 
minutes followed by additional soaking 
in gentamicin solution for approximately 
10 minutes at atmospheric pressure. Eggs 
can also be treated by warming them for 
3 to 6 hours at approximately 100° F. 
then immediately submerging them in 
gentamicin solution maintained at about 
40° F., keeping the eggs submerged for 
10 to 15 minutes. 

(3) For use in the dipping treatment of 
turkey-hatching eggs only. Eggs which 
have been dipped in the drug shall not 
be used for food. 

Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective June 18, 1974. 

(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 360b(l).) 

Dated: June 11, 1974. 

C. D. Van Houweling, 

Director , Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine. 

[FR Doc.74-13864 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am) 


Title 40—Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Gasoline Vapor Recovery Regulations; 
Changes in Initial Compliance Dates and 
Request for Comments on Alternative 
Systems 

This notice promulgates a delay in the 
dates for submission of “control plans,” 
submission of signed contracts, and ini- 


i 
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tiation of construction for the installa¬ 
tion of gasoline vapor recovery systems 
for vehicle refueling, asks for additional 
comment on which types of systems 
should be required, and asks for com¬ 
ment on possibly accelerating the dead¬ 
line for final compliance. This notice 
only involves so-called “Stage II” vapor 
control systems (automobile refueling) 
and does not change the control dates 
for “Stage I/’ requiring recovery of 
vapors lost during other gasoline trans¬ 
fer operations. 

Legal Background 

Under section 110(a)(2)(A) of the 
Clean Air Act. 42 U.S.C. 5 1857c-5(a) (2) 
(A), the primary national ambient air 
quality standards must be attained “as 
expeditiously as practicable.” As the 
UB. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Cir¬ 
cuit has stated in Natural Resources 
Defense Council v. EPA, 489 F.2d 390, 6 
ERC 1248,1255 (1974): 

[Tjhe approach of the Clean Air Amend¬ 
ments of 1970 was to shift from the approach 
of earlier legislation of 'establishing air pol¬ 
lution standards commensurate with existing 
technological feasibility* to a bolder 'policy 
which forces technology to catch up with 
the newly promulgatd standards.' 

Under section 110(e) of the Act, no 
final compliance date for a requirement 
in an Implementation plan can be later 
than May 31. 1975, except where “the 
necessary technology or other alterna¬ 
tives are not available or will not be 
available soon enough to permit compli¬ 
ance ” Furthermore, no extension based 
upon technology unavailability may be 
given unless the “reasonably available 
alternative means of attaining such pri¬ 
mary standard” have been “considered 
and applied as a part of [the! plan.” 
Furthermore, each implementation plan 
must provide for revision “to take ac¬ 
count of • • * the availability of im¬ 
proved or more expeditious methods of 
achieving such primary or secondary 
standard” Section 110(a)(2)(H). The 
clear intent of these provisions is that 
as technology becomes available or is 
predicted to become available, it must be 
applied to reduce air pollution, until 
such point as the ambient standards are 
attained. 

Under current EPA regulations regard¬ 
ing vapor recovery in eight states, con¬ 
trol plans for Stage II were due on 
June 1. 1974. The original requirement 
was generally February 1 or March 1, 
1974, but a delay was granted on Febru¬ 
ary 8. 1974 (39 FR 4880). Substantial 
confusion has arisen as to the type of 
equipment and necessary recovery effi¬ 
ciency required to comply with Stage II 
regulations. 

Vapor Control Methods 

Because gasoline is a volatile liquid, it 
tends to evaporate at ordinary ambient 
temperatures. The vapors thus created 
are often emitted into the atmosphere, 
becoming a significant source of hydro¬ 
carbon emissions and consequently of 
photochemical oxidants (smog). In some 
metropolitan areas these vapors contrib¬ 


ute as much as 15 percent of the total 
hydrocarbon emissions. 

Gasoline may evaporate at any of the 
points at which it is stored or handled, 
and enter the atmosphere either through 
“breathing” from vents on the storage 
tanks (at the bulk terminal, in tanker 
trucks, at the service station, or in the 
automobile) or during the process of 
transfer from or refilling of each of these 
tanks. The basic measures to reduce 
either the evaporation or subsequent 
emission of vapors to the atmosphere in¬ 
clude floating roofs on large storage 
tanks or bladders in vehicle tanks (re¬ 
ducing the airspace above the liquid into 
which evaporation may occur), sub¬ 
merged filling of tanks (so that new 
gasoline flows into the old gasoline, 
rather than splashing from above, and 
consequently forms fewer vapors), re¬ 
strictions on vent pipes on the stationary 
storage tanks or on vehicles (limiting the 
amount of breathing which may occur 
through those vents), use of vapor return 
lines (to allow vapors in the tank being 
filled to be transferred back into the tank 
from which the gasoline is being taken), 
and secondary recovery systems (at the 
bulk plant, at the service station, or on 
the vehicles) such as carbon adsorp¬ 
tion or refrigeration-condensation (to 
neutralize or reprocess the vapors that 
otherwise might be emitted). 

Of these control techniques, submerged 
fill is required for any new stationary 
storage container (such as at service sta¬ 
tions) with a capacity greater than 250 
gallons in most regions (see, e.g., $ 52.255 
(c), California) and any existing con¬ 
tainer over 2000 gallons (e.g., 5 52.255(d) 
(2)). In addition, vapors displaced either 
must be transferred back to the delivery 
vessel (such as a tanker truck) through a 
vapor-tight return line, or must be proc¬ 
essed on the location by a refrigeration- 
condensation system or the equivalent, 
designed to recover or otherwise elimi¬ 
nate from the atmosphere at least 90 per¬ 
cent by weight of the organic compounds 
in the displaced vapors (e.g., § 52.255(c) 

(1)). If the vapors are transferred back 
to the delivery vessel, that vessel must be 
designed as to be vapor-tight at all times 
(essentially, a requirement for restric¬ 
tions on vent pipes, hatches, or other 
openings) (e.g.. i 52.255(c) (3) (i)). If the 
vapors are thus transferred to the 
delivery vessel, such as a tanker truck, it 
mu.st be refilled with gasoline only at 
facilities equipped with processing sys¬ 
tems (such as refrigeration-condensa¬ 
tion, adsorption, or the like) which can 
recover at least 90 percent of the or¬ 
ganic compounds in the vapors. An ex¬ 
emption is provided for certain storage 
containers which are designed to prevent 
hydrocarbon emissions, including those 
with flmating roofs or their equivalent 
(e.g., § 52.255(d)(3)). 

Control of vapors displaced during re¬ 
fueling of automobiles could theoreti¬ 
cally make use of any of the control 
techniques described above, but sub¬ 
merged fill, collapsible bladders (the 
small-scale equivalent of a floating roof), 
and carbon canisters to adsorb all vapors 


during fueling would require redesign of 
present automobiles and are not included 
in the EPA regulations. Restrictions on 
vent pipes (often including small carbon 
canisters on the vehicles) were insti¬ 
tuted to comply with the Federal Motor 
Vehicle Control Program in the 1970 
model year, although pre-1970 vehicles 
have vent pipes open to the atmosphere. 
The remaining control technique is the 
capture (or collection) of vapors dis¬ 
placed during refueling, the return of 
the vapors by means of vapor return 
lines, and the subsequent processing of 
them either to render them harmless or 
to convert them back to gasoline. This 
gives rise to issues involving collection 
and issues involving recovery. 

Displacement and Blower-Asstst 

Essentially two techniques have been 
developed for the capture or collection 
of vapors displaced from automobile 
tanks through vapor return lines: simple 
displacement and blower-assist. (After 
the vapors are captured, they can be re¬ 
covered or reprocessed either at the 
service station or at the bulk terminal 
after being transferred via tanker truck. 
Thus, recovery systems (such as carbon 
adsorption or refrigeration-condensa¬ 
tion) can be installed either at the serv¬ 
ice station or at the bulk terminal.) 

A substantial controversy has arisen 
over the effectiveness of simple displace¬ 
ment systems, on the one hand, and the 
reliability of blower-assist systems, on 
the other. 

During vehicle fueling, gasoline vapors 
normally escape to the atmosphere 
through the filler neck of the fuel tank 
If a simple displacement or “vapor bal¬ 
ance” system is used to capture these 
vapors, it requires that the nozzle be 
designed with a “boot” or other fitting, 
and that a tight fit be effected between 
the nozzle-boot and the filler neck of the 
automobile to prevent this leakage to the 
atmosphere. Under these conditions, the 
vapors forced out of the vehicle tank 
during refueling will flow back through 
a vapor return line in the nozzle to the 
underground storage tank. The lack of a 
tight fit would allow hydrocarbon vapors 
to escape directly to the atmosphere 
since this is the course of least resistance* 
Likewise,' on pre-1970 vehicles equipped 
with vent pires, some vapors may exit to 
the atmosphere through such vents even 
if there is a tight fit at the nozzle, and 
thus fail to be captured. If a blower- 
assisted system is used to capture the 
vapors, the slight suction in the vapor 
return line can eliminate the need for 
a tight fit at the nozzle-filler neck inter¬ 
face. In addition, it can prevent vapor* 
from escaping to the atmosphere 
through the vents on pre-1970 automo¬ 
biles. On the other hand, blower-assist 
systems with on-site secondary recovery 
are more complex and it has been sug¬ 
gested by some that they are more sub¬ 
ject to breakdown, and that during ?uc . 
eventualities no vapor recovery ' v0U 
occur. Some persons have also argu 
that safety or energy problems may ex 
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Requirements for Collection of Vapors 


Tiiere are three possible ways of ac¬ 
counting for possible vapor escape at the 
automobile. The first is to require 100 
percent collection of vapors. The second 
is not to require collection of any fixed 
percentage of vapors and to assume 
losses to be zero. The third is either to 
measure the vapor lost or to assume it 
to be some calculated amount. 

The County of San Diego has enacted 
Rule 61, which requires collection of “all" 
vapors from vehicles fuel tanks. That 
rule follows the first of the methods out¬ 
lined above and is tested by use of an 
explosimeter at the interface or vent to 
detect any vapors escaping to the atmos¬ 
phere. Much of the testing of simple dis¬ 
placement or balance systems follows the 
second of these methods, involving the 
fueling of 1970-and-later vehicles for 
the most part, and assuming that a tight 
fit has obtained 100 percent collection by 
ignoring any losses. Other testing of dis¬ 
placement systems has assumed the loss 
to be some amount, based upon various 
calculations. However, no testing of 
either system appears to have involved 
actual measurement of the quantity of 
emissions lost at the interface or through 
vent pipes. This would require testing in 
an air-tight shed or covering and anal¬ 
ysis of tlie air in the shed before and 
after refueling, or another method. 


Requirements for Recovery Efficiency 


After all or some of the vapors have 
been collected, they must be recovered, 
reprocessed, or eliminated by a so-called 
secondary treatment, either at the service 
station or the bulk plant. One method is 
w cool the vapors, causing them to con¬ 
dense back to a liquid state. This is 
known as refrigeration-condensation. 
Another method is to direct the vapors 
through a carbon canister which makes 
tne hydrocarbons cling to the carbon sur¬ 
face. This is known as carbon adsorption. 
A third method is to bum the vapors, 
anovm as incineration. A fourth method 
is to direct the vapors through a catalytic 
converter to neutralize the hydrocarbons. 

One type of regulatory requirement 
would be to establish a percentage recov¬ 
ery efficiency for this secondary treat¬ 
ment without regard to a separate re¬ 
quirement established for collection, pre¬ 
viously discussed. For example, it could 
r Wed that 90 percent of the organic 
mpounds (i ar g e j y hydrocarbons) in 
, enter ing the secondary treatment 
** removed before the vapors left the 
,,Jv l Thls tope of requirement could be 
conjunction with a 100 percent 
°JL requirement (as San Diego 
1 some other collection require¬ 

ment ° r no fixec * collection require- 


^ ype °* regulatory require- 
k® to establish an overall 
whirl? 17 e ? clen cy for the entire system, 
th P J«* ould toen be met by multiplying 
onda?? C i encies °* collection and sec- 
90 tr f atm ent stages. For example, if 
it t overa11 recovery were required, 
be met by 100 percent collection 


and 90 percent recovery of the collected 
vapors, by 90 percent collection and 100 
percent recovery of the collected vapors, 
or by some combination of the two (such 
as approximately 95 percent collection 
and 95 percent recovery of the collected 
vapors). 

It has also been suggested that a per¬ 
centage approach to defining allowable 
emissions can result in variable emis¬ 
sions under different temperature condi¬ 
tions. and that the required recovery 
could be stated in terms of a “mass 
standard." Again, the standard selected 
would result in defining whether dis¬ 
placement or blower-assist systems are 
acceptable. 

Current EPA Regulations 

At the time the current EPA regula¬ 
tions were first drafted for proposal and 
redrafted for promulgation, the Agency 
believed that the requirement for 90 per¬ 
cent “recovery" of the organic com¬ 
pounds in vapors displaced would ne¬ 
cessitate the use of a blower-assisted 
system, since the data available on 
balance or displacement systems at that 
time indicated that 80 percent recovery 
would be the maximum achievable by 
this type of system, but that the blower- 
assisted systems could achieve at least 
90 percent recovery. The data available 
at that time also indicated that the lead 
time for final development, production 
and installation of the more sophisti¬ 
cated, blower-assisted systems would re¬ 
quire the full two-year extension allow¬ 
able under section 110(e) for full com¬ 
pliance by all sources subject to this reg¬ 
ulation. (Obviously some sources would 
be in full compliance before others due 
to installation scheduling.) In cases 
where the use of the balance or displace¬ 
ment system was anticipated, the regu¬ 
lations required 80 percent recovery of 
displaced vapors and included final com¬ 
pliance dates which did not allow the full 
two year extension for final compliance, 
since the control system needed less final 
development and production lead times. 

However, there have been claims made 
by several major oil companies that bal¬ 
ance or displacement systems can 
achieve the 90 percent recovery of dis¬ 
placed vapors which is required by these 
regulations, given a certain reading of 
the regulations. These companies have 
submitted compliance schedules involv¬ 
ing only displacement systems. 

It is because of these claims that clar¬ 
ification of the possible interpretations 
of the existing regulations becomes im¬ 
portant for determining what type of 
control system or systems will be allowed 
to be installed to meet the requirements 
of the regulations. The two major por¬ 
tions of the current EPA regulations 
which are open to varying interpretation 
are: 

(1) The regulations generally require 
that “vapor displaced from the automo¬ 
tive fuel tank" be directed “to a system 
wherein at least 90 percent by weight of 
the organic compounds in displaced 
vapors are recovered." This requirement 
is susceptible to three readings, consist¬ 


ent with the methods or assumptions out¬ 
lined above: that all vapors displaced 
must be captured or collected and di¬ 
rected to the recovery system and 90 per¬ 
cent of those arriving there must be re¬ 
covered ; that vapors not collected may be 
ignored, and 90 percent of the vapors 
arriving at the recovery system must be 
recovered; or that 90 percent of the over¬ 
all vapors displaced must be recovered 
and that any losses at the interface or 
vent pipes must be subtracted from the 
10 percent that need not be recovered. 

The significance of this is that the first 
interpretation may make installation of 
blower-assist systems mandatory, the 
second interpretation may make installa¬ 
tion of displacement systems acceptable, 
and the third interpretation may re¬ 
quire testing which has not been per¬ 
formed on these systems to date in order 
to determine which ones can recover on 
the aggregate 90 percent of the vapors 
displaced. 

(2) The regulations could be inter¬ 
preted to exempt fueling operations in¬ 
volving vehicles on which no tight fit can 
be obtained. This has led some to con¬ 
clude that the regulations endorse the 
use of balance or displacement systems. 
But the regulations can also be inter¬ 
preted not to exempt pre-1970 vehicles, 
with their open vent pipes, and do not 
provide for “averaging" vapor losses 
throughout the year or among different 
vehicles. This had led others to con¬ 
clude that the regulations can only be 
met by blower-assist systems. 

Re-Opening of Comment Period 

The Administrator has concluded that 
there have been sufficient developments 
since the regulations were drafted, and 
that there is sufficient uncertainty about 
which systems will be approvable as to be 
in compliance with these regulations, to 
warrant a reopening of the opportunity 
for public comment on this issue until 
July 31, 1974. In addition, an EPA- 
funded testing program is being carried 
out in San Diego County to attempt to 
measure the performance of various sys¬ 
tems, with results expected by August 1, 
1974. The Agency will publish clarifica¬ 
tions of these regulations, test pro¬ 
cedures, or other approval procedures by 
September, 1974. Accordingly, the re¬ 
quirement for submission of control plans 
by June 1, 1974, is being postponed to 
January 1, 1975, signing of contracts or 
placing of orders is delayed from Novem¬ 
ber 1, 1974, to March 1. 1975, and initi¬ 
ation of construction is delayed from 
January 1, 1975, to May 1, 1975. Owmers 
and operators are forewarned that they 
must be prepared to submit control 
plans by January 1, 1975, for the most 
advanced technology as specified by the 
Administrator, and should plan for 
alternative contingencies. As pointed out 
at the beginning of this notice, the 
Agency’s regulations must require the 
use of the most advanced technology 
which is or which is expected to become 
available and the regulations are in¬ 
tended to be technology-forcing. 
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Issues Presented 

To date, many of the oil companies 
have concentrated their development and 
testing efforts on systems using simple 
displacement to collect vapors, with re¬ 
covery of organic compounds planned to 
occur at the bulk terminal. The Ameri¬ 
can Petroleum Institute has investigated 
such systems for the past year. On the 
other hand, several independent manu¬ 
facturers have concentrated upon de¬ 
velopment of blower-assisted systems to 
collect the vapors, with carbon adsorp¬ 
tion, refrigeration-condensation, or cata¬ 
lytic conversion of the organic com¬ 
pounds at the service station. Some of 
these systems have been installed in San 
Diego County since last year. 

The oil companies claim that the 
blower-assisted systems are highly un¬ 
reliable, and while 90 percent recovery 
can be achieved when the systems are 
working properly, little or no vapor re¬ 
covery will occur over substantial periods 
of time. On the other hand, the San 
Diego County Air Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict (SDAPCD) claims that the only 
system capable of achieving 90 percent 
recovery on an overall basis is the blower- 
assisted system. The SDAPCD bases this 
contention on the fact that the blower- 
assisted system recovers vapors even 
when a tight fit at the vehicle/nozzle 
interface is not possible and on a phe¬ 
nomenon known as “excess vapor” or 
“vapor growth.” SDAPCD claims this 
phenomenon causes vapors displaced 
from the vehicle tanks to be greater in 
volume than the gasoline dispensed, and 
that the balance or displacement system 
is incapable of collecting all of these 
vapors because there is insufficient room 
in the dispensing tanks to hold them. 
Some oil companies dispute the magni¬ 
tude of this phenomenon when a balance 
or displacement system is used. They also 
claim that it only occurs in low-smog 
seasons (colder months), which SDAPCD 
disputes. SDAPCD also claims that the 
component parts of the blower-assisted 
systems can be currently obtained and 
indeed, the San Diego regulation re¬ 
quires them by the end of 1974. If this 
is true, it may be possible to install these 
prior to the 1977 date in the current 
regulations. On the other hand, some oil 
companies claim such systems will be un¬ 
safe, while others disagree. 

It is against this background that the 
Administrator is continuing to study this 
issue in depth. In order to assure that 
this study is as complete as possible, the 
Administrator is hereby soliciting com¬ 
ments from the general public, oil com¬ 
panies. manufacturers of vapor recovery 
equipment, and other governmental 
regulatory bodies regarding the alterna¬ 
tive systems including, but not limited 
to, the following issues. Whenever pos¬ 
sible, citations, studies, sources, and as¬ 
sumption should be given for all asser¬ 
tions made. (The listing of an issue here 
does not imply that it is entitled to any 
specific weight in the legal standard by 
which the Administrator must base his 
decision.) 

1. On the collection issue, what are the 
technological reasons for and against 
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adopting each of the following methods 
for dealing with the collection of vapors: 

(a) A 100 percent collection require¬ 
ment, 

(b) No fixed requirement, and no ac¬ 
counting for noncollected vapors. 

(c) A requirement that noncollected 
vapors be measured in a certification 
program and counted as nonrecovered 
vapors when determining whether the 
90 percent recovery requirement has been 
met. or 

<d) A requirement such as in subpara¬ 
graph <c), but using a calculation or 
estimate of the noncollected vapors 
rather than actual measurement? 

2. What is the collection efficiency of 
each system, on vehicles with or without 
atmospheric vents, on vehicles with and 
without filler neck configurations allow¬ 
ing a tight fit, on a representative mix¬ 
ture of these vehicles, and under differ¬ 
ent seasonal conditions? Are these asser¬ 
tions based on tests or calculations? 

3. If the simple displacement system 
is used, what are the potential sources 
of losses occurring at each stage of trans¬ 
fer or storage, what are the amounts of 
such losses, and what is the recovery 
efficiency of the secondary treatment 
equipment at the bulk terminal? What 
are the overall losses to the atmosphere? 

4. If a blower-assist system is used, with 
secondary treatment at the service sta¬ 
tion, what are the sources and amounts 
of losses at each stage, and what is the 
recovery efficiency of the secondary 
treatment equipment, and what are the 
overall losses to the atmosphere? 

5. Should there be an exemption for 
vehicles on which a “tight fit” cannot be 
obtained? For vehicles with open vent 
pipes? What are the expected numbers 
of each in 1977 in the affected air quality 
control regions? 

6 . Should there be an exemption or 
lower requirements for certain times of 
the year? 

7. What data are available to describe 
and quantify the phenomenon known as 
“vapor growth” or “excess vapor” when 
either the displacement system or 
blower-assisted system is used to collect 
and recover vapors? What is the magni¬ 
tude of this problem? At what times of 
the year? 

8 . What technological, engineering, 
production, or reliability problems re¬ 
main with each system? What is the po¬ 
tential for equipment failure? What are 
the consequences of failure? 

9. What safety problems remain with 
each system? 

10. What are the cost estimates for 
the various systems, including hardware, 
installation, and operating costs? These 
estimates should set forth all assump¬ 
tions used, such as hourly wages and 
time required, and should provide back¬ 
up documentation or references to sup¬ 
port the estimates. 

11. What approval is required under 
regulations or laws other than EPA’s by 
local fire marshalls, recognized testing 
laboratories and so forth? How long does 
approval take? 

12. How long would it take to install 
each system in the affected areas within 


the nine states and on what kind of 
schedule? How many installations per 
month could be contemplated? 

13. Based upon the claims and docu¬ 
mentation made available to the Agency 
since the time of promulgation, EPA is 
considering changing the dates for com¬ 
pliance with these regulations. Comments 
are invited on technological or other rea¬ 
sons for and against the following alter¬ 
nate schemes, keeping in mind that 
measures must be taken “as expeditiously 
as practicable” and that implementation 
plan regulations are supposed to force 
the development of technology. 

(a) Require final compliance with this 
regulation for Stage II control by May 
1977, as at present: 

(b) Require final compliance for Stage 
n by a set portion of sources by a cer¬ 
tain date (e.g., all stations with over 
250,000 gallons per year throughput, or 
all those under common ownership with 
10 others), another portion by a later 
date, and the last incremental portion 
by May 1977: 

(c) The same scheme as (b) but ad¬ 
vance the Stage II final compliance date 
to May 1976 (giving the Stage n schedule 
the same final date as for Stage I con¬ 
trols) ; 

(d) The same scheme as (b) but delay 
the final compliance date for Stage 1 
controls (final transfer to underground 
storage tanks) to 1977. 

All four options allow all or most 
sources to install Stage I and Stage II 
simultaneously. 

14. Where a service station is leased, 
should the owner/lessor be required to 
install the equipment? What are the 
possible economic consequences of such 
a requirement? What are the possible 
economic consequences of omitting such 
a requirement? 

15. What arc the amounts of breath¬ 
ing losses? Should there be a require¬ 
ment for limitation on such losses? 

16. Might the 90 percent recovery re¬ 
quirement fail to achieve a 90 percent 
reduction in current emissions due to 
the possibility of systems spraying (or 
“saturating”) the vapor space with gaso¬ 
line, for safety or other reasons, ana 
thereby increasing the baseline vapors 
from which the reduction occurs? If s0 - 
how should such a regulatory problem 
be handled? 

17. What are the energy consumption 

estimates of Stage n systems? What 
the energy savings? ... 

18. What is the magnitude ofthe S P}*J 
age or overfill problem? How should tn 
be controlled? 

19. If a displacement system were ap¬ 

proved for Stage n installation, wou 
it be possible to convert it to a 
assist system with reasonable eno • 
What problems would arise? How mu 
more would such a two-step pr ^ e JL r . 
cost than initial installation of a blower 
assist system? „ nf 

It is not expected that each 
organization commenting will be auie 
address each of these questions, du 

would be helpful if the comments speuu 

which of these questions is being 
dressed, by number, and with what quai 
fications or modifications. In addui 
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comments addressing other issues are 
invited. 

Studies to Date 

The following documents or studies 
are available for inspection at the EPA 
regional office in San Francisco by con¬ 
tacting the Office of Air Programs and 
at the Freedom of Information Center In 
EPA headquarters, Washington, D.C. 
Copies may also be available from the 
various authors. They do not represent 
all the Information available, but pro¬ 
vide a cross section of the points of view. 
Critiques of them are welcome. 

1. “Cost Effectiveness of Methods to 
Control Vehicle Refueling Emissions,** 
API, Project EF-14, Phase I Interim Re¬ 
port, April 1973, prepared by Refinery 
Management Services Company. 

2. “An Evaluation of Service Station 
Vapor Recovery Concepts/* API, March 
20, 1974, report (draft), prepared by 
Scott Research Laboratories, report SRL 
2109 10 0374. 

3. “Technical Review and Evaluation 
of Vapor Control Systems/’ March 22, 
1974, William, et al., Department of 
Applied Mechanics and Engineering 
Sciences, University of California at San 
Diego. 

4. “Status Report on Control of Gaso¬ 
line Vapor Losses from Station and Ve¬ 
hicle Filling,** May 1973, EQL Mem¬ 
orandum No. 5. Environmental Quality 
Laboratory, California Institute of 
Technology. 

5. “The ‘Displacement* System: An 
Effective Method of Controlling Hydro¬ 
carbon Vapor Losses at Service Sta¬ 
tions,** November 27, 1973, Revision I, 
Presten, et al., Standard Oil Company of 
California. 

6. Advertisement by ARCO in San 
Diego Union, January 15, 1974, with sub¬ 
sequent letters from the California 
Deputy Attorney General to ARCO Janu¬ 
ary 16, from ARCO to the Deputy At¬ 
torney General, February 1, and from 
J. B Askew, Director of Public Health, 
to the Board of Supervisors, San Diego 
County, February 7. 

7. “Rules 61-63, Data/* County of San 
D iego, undated (early 1974). 

8. Memorandum from Richard A. 
pusco, Calgon Corporation, to Dr. J. B. 
ASKew, San Diego Air Pollution Control 
ijvf* « “Control of Gasoline Vapor 
wwssions through Forced Displace- 

o «rJ? n<iate< * (February 1974?). 
n ‘P 16 Clean Air Act and Trans¬ 
portation Controls: A White Paper/* 

wJ^ 1973, Horowitz, et al.. EPA. 
p./J* Correspondence between Shell Oil 
Pniw? ny the San Lliego County Air 

rouutton Control District, March 15, 
2 5, and 28, 1974. 

It shouM be noted that none of the 
S« e *r s £! 1S8lon k relevant to the El 
80 9 uant y Control Region, where 
Pnr ft 5 nt contro1 is required by 1975. 
aonJ^V? 8 * 011 EPA is wiilin g to approve 
an™ pr a *f simple displacement or bal- 
furthermore, EPA- 
re * ula Uons do not currently 
Sta tl Dle e°, where the existing. 

ulatfnn Ubmitted ’ * e d era lly-approved reg- 
v apors* requlres collection of “all** 


All comments should be submitted, 
preferably in triplicate, to Mr. Roger 
Strelow, Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Air and Waste Management, Atten¬ 
tion: Vapor Recovery Task Force, AW- 
443, EPA, 401 M Street, SW, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460. 

The deadline for submission of com¬ 
ments is July 31, 1974. 

(Sec, 110(0), 301(a), Clean Air Act; 42 
U.S.C. 1857c-6(c), 1857g) 

Dated: June 11,1974. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator . 

Part 52 of 40 CFR Chapter I, as most 
recently amended in 39 FR 4880 (Feb. 8, 
1974), is amended as follows: 

Subpart F—California 
§ 52.256 [Amended] 

1. In § 52.256(g) (1) the date “June U 
1974** is revised to read “January 1, 
1975.** 

2. In § 52.256(g) (2) the date “Novem¬ 
ber 1, 1974’* is revised to read “March 1* 
1975.** 

3. In § 52.256(g) (3) the date “January 
1, 1975“ is revised to read “May 1, 1975.** 

4. In § 52.256(h) (1) the date “June 1, 
1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975.** 

Subpart G—Colorado 
§ 52.337 [.Amended] 

5. In § 52.337(g)(1) the date “June 1. 
1974’* is revised to read “January 1, 
1975.** 

6. In § 52.337(g) (2) the date “Novem¬ 
ber 1, 1974“ is revised to read “March 1, 
1975/* 

7. In 5 52.337(g)(3) the date “Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1975*’ is revised to read “May 1, 
1975.” 

8. In § 52.337(h) (1) the date “June 1, 
1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975/* 

Subpart J—District of Columbia 
§ 52.468 [Amended] 

9. In § 52.488(g) (1) the date “June 1, 
1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975/* 

10. In § 52.488(g) (2) the date “No 
vember 1, 1974’* is revised to read 

“Mnrrh 1 ” 

11. In $ 52.488(g) (3) the date “Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1975“ is revised to read “May 1, 
1975.“ 

12. In § 52.488(h) (1) the date “June 1, 
1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975.“ 

Subpart V—Maryland 

§ 52.1087 [National Capital] 

[Amended] 

13. In 5 52.1087(g)(1) the date “June 
1, 1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975.” 

14. In 5 52.1087(g)(2) the date “No¬ 
vember 1, 1974“ is revised to read 
“March 1, 1975.“ 

15. In § 52.1087(g) (3) the date “Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1975*’ is revised to read “May 1, 
1975.” 

16. In 5 52.1087(h)(1) the date “June 
1, 1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975/* 


§ 52.110 [Amended] 

17. In volume 39, No. 28, of the Fed¬ 
eral Register dated Friday, February 8. 

1974, page 4881, a typographical error 
was made in amending §5 52.1101 and 
52.1102. 5 52.1102 (g)(1) and (g)(2) was 
mistakenly printed as 5 52.1101 (g) (1) 
and (g)(2). This error is hereby cor¬ 
rected. 

18. In 5 52.1102(g)(1) the date “June 
1, 1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 

1975. ** 

19. In 5 52.1102(g) (2) the date “No¬ 
vember l f 1974“ is revised to read 
“March 1, 1975.** 

20. In 5 52.1102(g)(3) the date “Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1975“ is revised to read “May 1, 
1975.** 

21. In 5 52.1102(h) (1) the date “June 
1, 1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975/' 


Subpart W—Massachusetts 
§ 52.1147 [Amended] 

22. In 5 52.1147(b)(1) the date “June 
1, 1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975/* 

23. In 5 52.1147(b) (2) the date “No¬ 
vember 1,1974“ is revised to read “March 
1 1975.** 

’24. In 5 52.1147(b)(3) the date “Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1975“ is revised to read “May 1, 
1975“ 

25. In 5 52.1147(d) (1) the date “June 
1, 1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975 “ 

Subpart FF—New Jersey 

§ 52.1599 [Amended] 

26. In 5 52.1599(f)(1) the date “June 
1, 1974“ is revised to read “January 1, 
1975/* 

27. In 5 52.1599(f) (2) the date “No¬ 
vember 1,1974“ is revised to read “March 
1, 1975/* 

28. In § 52.1599(f) (3) the date “Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1975“ is revised to read “May 1, 
1975 “ 

29. In § 522.1599(g) (1) the date “June 
1, 1974** is revised to read “January 1, 
1975/* 

|FR Doc.74-13842 Filed 0-17-74;8:45 am] 


PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 
Subpart T—Louisiana 
Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-4143 appearing at 39 
FR 7270-7285 in the issue of February 25, 
1974, the entry entitled “Subpart T— 
Louisiana’* (39 FR 7281) is corrected as 
follows: 

1. The words of issuance are corrected 
to read as follows: “33. Subpart T is 
amended by adding § 52.976 as follows:’* 

2. Paragraphs (c) and (d) are cor¬ 
rected by redesignating them as para¬ 
graphs (a) and (b), respectively. 

Dated: June 13,1974. 

Roger Strelow, 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Air and Waste Manage¬ 
ment. 

[FR Doc.74-13985 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 
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Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS 
SUBCHAPTER E—SUPPLY ANO PROCUREMENT 

IFPMR Arndt. E-141J 

PART 101-32—GOVERNMENT-WIDE 
AUTOMATED DATA MANAGEMENT 
SERVICES 

Future System Plans 

Correction 

In PR Doc. 74-12463 appearing at 
page 19208 in the issue for Friday. May 
31. 1974, make the following correction. 
In $ 101-32.1503, in the third line of 
paragraph (c) on page 19210, the section 
referred to should be $ 101-32.4902. 


Title 47—Telecommunication 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

PART 97—AMATEUR RADIO SERVICE 
Operation of Remotely Controlled Stations 

1. Because not all remotely controlled 
amateur radio stations are additional 
stations, it is inappropriate to present 
the rules for remotely controlled stations 
under the undesignated headnote Oper¬ 
ation of Additional Stations in Part 97, 
Subpart D. For this reason, the rules for 
the operation of a remotely controlled 
station are relocated, with only minor 
editorial revision, from § 97.108 to a new 
§ 97.88 under the undesignated headnote 
General. 

2. Because this amendment relates to 
editorial revisions only, prior notice of 
rule making public procedure and effec¬ 
tive date provisions are unnecessary, 
pursuant to the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure and Judicial Review provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553. 

3. Accordingly, it is ordered, pursuant 
to sections 4(1), 5(d), and 303 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and § 0.231(d) of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules and regulations, That effec¬ 
tive June 21, 1974. Part 97 of the Com¬ 
mission rules is amended as set forth 
below. 

(Secs. 4. 5, 303. 307.48 8tat., as amended. 1066, 
1068. 1082, 1083; 47 XJS.C. 154, 155, 303, 307) 

Adopted: June 11,1974. 

Released: June 12,1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] John M. Torbet, 

Executive Director, 

Part 97 of Chapter I of Title 47 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

1. Add new § 97.88 to read as follows: 

§ 97.88 Operation of a remotely con¬ 
trolled nation. 

An amateur radio station may be re¬ 
motely controlled only from an author¬ 
ized control point, and only where there 
is compliance with the following: 

(a) The license for the remotely con¬ 
trolled station must list the authorized 
remote control point (s). A photocopy of 
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the remotely controlled station license 
must be posted in a conspicuous place at 
the authorized control point(s), and at 
the remotely controlled transmitter loca¬ 
tion. A copy of the system network 
diagram on file with the Commission 
must be retained at each control point. 
The transmittihg antenna, transmission 
line, or mast, as appropriate, associated 
with the remotely controlled transmitter 
must bear a durable tag marked with the 
station call sign, the name of the sta¬ 
tion licensee and other information so 
that the control operator can readily be 
contacted by Commission personnel. 

(b) The control link equipment and 
the remotely controlled station must be 
accessible only to persons authorized by 
the licensee. Protection against both in¬ 
advertent and unauthorized deliberate 
emissions must be provided. In the event 
unauthorized emissions occur, the sta¬ 
tion operation must be suspended until 
6 uch time as adequate protection is in¬ 
corporated, or until there is reasonable 
assurance that unauthorized emissions 
will not recur. 

(c) A control operator designated by 
the licensee must be on duty at an au¬ 
thorized control point while the station 
is being remotely controlled. Immedi¬ 
ately prior to, and during the periods 
the remotely controlled station is in oper¬ 
ation, the frequencies used for emission 
by the remotely controlled transmitter 
must be continuously monitored by the 
control operator. The control operator 
must terminate transmission upon any 
deviation from the rules. 

(d) Provisions must be incorporated to 
limit transmission to a period of no more 
than 3 minutes in the event of malfunc¬ 
tion in the control link. 

(e) A remotely controlled station may 
not be operated at any location other 
than that specified on the license with¬ 
out prior approval of the Commission 
except in emergencies involving the im¬ 
mediate safety of life or protection of 
property. 

(f) A repeater station may be operated 
by radio remote control only where the 
control link utilizes frequencies other 
than the repeater station receiving 
frequencies. 

§ 97.108 [Reserved] 

2 . $ 97.108 is deleted and reserved. 

[FR Doc.74-13918 Filed 6-17-74,8:45 am] 


Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Service Order No. 1187J 
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 
Regulations for Return of Trailers 

At a Session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, DC, on the 
12th day of June 1974. 

It appearing, that an acute shortage 
of insulated trailers equipped with ven¬ 
tilating devices exists on the lines of the 
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Co. for 


transporting melons and other perish¬ 
able products requiring protection from 
heat; that shippers are being deprived 
of the insulated and ventilated trailers 
required to transport such perishable 
freight, thus creating spoilage of produce 
and great economic loss; that insulated, 
ventilated trailers, after being unloaded 
are being retained and appropriated for 
other services which do not result in 
their return to the major origin areas for 
perishable freight; that present regula¬ 
tions and practices with respect to the 
use, supply, control, movement, distribu¬ 
tion, exchange, interchange, and return 
of insulated, ventilated trailers are in¬ 
effective. It is the opinion of the Com¬ 
mission that an emergency exists requir¬ 
ing immediate action to promote car 
service in the interest of the public and 
the commerce of the people. Accordingly, 
the Commission finds that notice and 
public procedure are Impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest, and that 
good cause exists for making this order 
effective upon less than thirty days' 
notice. 

It is ordered, That: 

§1033.1187 Service Order No. 1187; 
regulations for return of trailers. 

(a) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall observe, enforce, and obey the fol¬ 
lowing rules, regulations, and practices 
with respect to its car service: 

(1) Return to Seaboard Coast Line 
Railroad Co. (SCL) (see paragraph (3) 
herein), either empty via the reverse of 
the service route or direct as agreed to by 
the owner, or loaded to the SCL in the 
manner prescribed in paragraph (2) 
herein, all insulated, ventilated trailers 
owned or controlled by the following 
railroads and bearing any of the report¬ 
ing marks designated: 

Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Co.: 

Reporting marks: SBD. SBDZ, SCLZ: 
Series 2002-2060, 30104-30901, 702001-70203* 
and 703004 703150. . 

Reporting marks: RCLZ, RSBZ and 
RSCZ: Series 700000 709999 when subject w 
notes E(3), E<4), E<5). B(6) and E(7) on 
pages 98-109, inclusive of the Official Iatff- 
modal Equipment Register, ICC—O. L B. »• 
No. 18. issued by R. G. Hilts, or success^* 
issues thereof. 

(2) Trailers described in paragraph 
(1) herein, located on lines other than 
the SCL (see paragraph <3> herein) may 
be loaded to any station on the line * 1 2 3 * * * * 8 1 oi 
the SCL. If empty at a station on tne 
lines of the SCL, such trailers shall t* 
returned to the SCL at that station. 

<3) For the purpose of this order tne 
term Seaboard Coast Line Railroad 
(SCL) shall include the following rail¬ 
roads: 

Fort Myers Southern Railroad Co. 
Gaineevllle Midland Railrowl Co. 

Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Co. 

Tampa Southern Railroad Co. 

(b) For the purpose of improving 
utilization and the efficiency of ra ilro 
operations, or alleviating inequities 
hardships, modifications may be autn 
ized by the Chief Transportation omcc 
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of the SCL, or by R. D. Pfahler, Di¬ 
rector, Bureau of Operations. Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Modifications 
authorized by the SCL must be con¬ 
firmed in writing to W. H. Van Slyke. 
Chairman, Car Service Division, Asso¬ 
ciation of American Railroads, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., for submission to, and ap¬ 
proval by, R. D. Pfahler. 

(c) No common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall accept from shipper any loaded 
trailer, described in this order, contrary 
to the provisions of the order. 

(d> Application. The provisions of 
this order shall apply to intrastate, in¬ 
terstate and foreign commerce. 

(e) Effective date . This order shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.m., June 15, 
1974. 

(f) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
July 31, 1974, unless otherwise modified, 
changed or suspended by order of this 
Commission. 

(Secs. 1 , 12. 15 and 17(2), 24 Stat. 379 , 383, 
384. as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1,12. 15 and 17(2). 
Interprets or applies secs. 1(10-17), 15(4) 
and 17(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended, 54 
Stat. 911; 49 US.C. 1(10-17), 15(4), and 17 
( 2 ).) 

It is further ordered , That a copy of 
this order and direction shall be served 
upon the Association of American Rail¬ 
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of 
all railroads subscribing to the car serv¬ 
ice and car hire agreement under the 
terms of that agreement, and upon the 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

American Short Line Railroad Associa¬ 
tion; and that notice of this order be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C., 
and by filing it with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 

[ seal ] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 74-13979 Filed 0-17-74:8:45 am] 


Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES FISH AND 
WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR 

CHAPTER IV—UNITED STATES FISH AND 
WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR 

Change of Chapter Titles and 
Nomenclature Changes 

Effective July 1, 1974, Public Law 
93-271 establishes within the Department 
of the Interior the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service to succeed and re¬ 
place the United States Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service (as constituted on June 30, 
1974) and the Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife (as constituted on such 
date). In accordance with such Act and 
pursuant to the authority of the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior contained in 5 U.S.C. 
301, Title 50 of the Code of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations is amended as follows: 


21055 

1. The titles of 50 CFR Chapters I and 
IV are changed to ‘‘United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior.” 

2. Wherever the title, “Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife,” or “Di¬ 
rector, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife” appears in 50 CFR Chapters 
I and IV. it is changed to “United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service,” or “Director, 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service,” 
respectively. 

3. Wherever the term “bureau” or 
“Bureau” appears in 50 CFR Chapter I, 
it is changed to “service” or “Service,” 
respectively. 

4. Wherever the title “Bureau of Com- 
merical Fisheries” appears in 50 CFR 
Chapter IV, it is changed to “National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of 
Commerce.” 

It is the general policy of the Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior to allow time for 
interested parties to take part in the 
rulemaking process. However, these 
amendments are entirely administrative 
in nature. Therefore the public rule- 
making process is waived and these 
amendments will become effective on 
July 1, 1974. 

(Sec. 1. Pub. L. 93-271, 88 Stat. 92) 

Dated: June 10,1974. 

Nathaniel P. Reed, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior . 

(FR Doc.74-13926 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 
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proposed rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons en opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[7CFR Part 924] 

FRESH PRUNES GROWN IN DESIGNATED 

COUNTIES IN WASHINGTON AND IN 

UMATILLA COUNTY, OREGON 

Proposed Handling Regulation 

This notice contains a proposal which 
would require fresh Washington-Oregon 
Prunes during the period August 1, 1974, 
through August 31, 1975, to grade U.S. 
No. 1, except for off-color and an addi¬ 
tional tolerance for defects, and be at 
least 114 inches in diameter. 

Consideration is being given to the 
following proposal, which would limit the 
handling of fresh prunes by establish¬ 
ing minimum grades and sizes recom¬ 
mended by the Washington-Oregon 
Fresh Prune Marketing Committee, es¬ 
tablished pursuant to the marketing 
agreement and Order No. 924 (7 CFR 
Part 924), regulating the handling of 
fresh primes grown in designated coun¬ 
ties in Washington and in Umatilla 
County, Oregon. This program is effec¬ 
tive under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674). 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with the proposal should file the 
same with the Hearing Clerk, Room 
112A, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, not later than 
July 8, 1974. All written submissions 
made pursuant to this notice will be 
made available for public inspection at 
the office of the Hearing Clerk during 
regular business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

The recommendations of the Washing¬ 
ton-Oregon Fresh Prime Marketing 
Committee reflect its appraisal of the 
crop and current and prospective market 
conditions. Fresh shipments of Wash¬ 
ington-Oregon Prunes are expected to 
start on or about August 1, 1974, and to 
total 18,000 tons compared with 16,375 
tons last season. Hence, ample supplies 
of fresh prunes meeting the proposed 
requirements should be available to fill 
fresh market needs. The proposed reg¬ 
ulation is designed to prevent the han¬ 
dling of lower quality and smaller size 
prunes which do not provide consumer 
satisfaction and to promote orderly mar¬ 
keting in the interest of producers and 
consumers, consistent with the objectives 
of the act. 

The provision which would exempt the 
Brooks variety of prunes from the regu¬ 
lation would recognize that prunes of 
this variety are primarily consumed 
locally, and that the total production of 
this variety is insignificant compared to 


the total supply. Also, the provision 
which would exempt individual ship¬ 
ments, not exceeding 500 pounds, of the 
Stanley or Merton varieties, would recog¬ 
nize that the production of these varie¬ 
ties is relatively small, and for the most 
part are consumed locally or are sold for 
home use and not for resale. The ex¬ 
emption of individual shipments, not ex¬ 
ceeding 150 pounds, of any variety other 
than Stanley or Merton, if sold for home 
use and not for resale, would recognize 
that the quantity of primes likely to be 
so handled is relatively inconsequential in 
relation to the total, and it is not practi¬ 
cal administratively to regulate the han¬ 
dling of such shipments due to the near¬ 
ness of the source of supply. 

Such proposal reads as follows: 

§ 924.312 Prune Regulation 12. 

Order, (a) Prune Regulation 11, (38 
FR 19661) is hereby terminated on Au¬ 
gust 1. 1974. 

(b) During the period August 1, 1974, 
through August 31,1975, no handler shall 
handle any lot of prunes, except prunes 
of the Brooks variety, unless: 

(1) Such prunes grade at least U.S. 
No. 1, except that only two-thirds of the 
surface of the prune is required to be 
purplish color, and such prunes measure 
not less than VA inches in diameter as 
measured by a rigid ring: Provided , That 
the following tolerances, by count, of the 
prunes in any lot shall apply in lieu of 
the tolerances for defects provided in the 
United States Standards for Grades of 
Fresh Plums and Prunes: A total of not 
more than 15 percent for defects, includ¬ 
ing therein not more than the following 
percentage for the defect listed: 

(1) 10 percent for prunes which fail to 
meet the color requirement; 

<ii) 10 percent for prunes which fail 
to meet the minimum diameter require¬ 
ment; 

(iii) 10 percent for prunes which fail 
to meet the remaining requirements of 
the grade: Provided, That not more than 
one-half of this amount, or 5 percent, 
shall be allowed for defects causing seri¬ 
ous damage, including in the latter 
amount not more than 1 percent for 
decay, or 

(2) Such prunes are handled in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph .(c) of this 
section. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other pro¬ 
vision of this regulation, any individual 
shipment which, in the aggregate, does 
not exceed 500 pounds net weight, of 
prunes of the Stanley or Merton varie¬ 
ties of prunes, or 150 pounds net weight, 
of prunes of any variety other than 
Stanley or Merton varieties of prunes, 
which meets each of the following re¬ 


quirements may be handled without re¬ 
gard to the provision of paragraph <b) 
of this section, and of §S 924.41 and 
924.55: 

(1) The shipment consists of prunes 
sold for home use and not for resale, and 

(2) Each container is stamped or 
marked with the handler’s name and 
address and with the words “not for 
resale” in letters at least one-half inch 
in height. 

(d) The term “U.S. No. 1” shall have 
the same meaning as when used in the 
United States Standards for Fresh Plums 
and Prunes (7 CFR 51.1520-51. 1538); 
the term “purplish color” shall have the 
same meaning as when used in the 
Washington State Department of Agri¬ 
culture Standards for Italian Prunes 
(June 5, 1972) and in the Oregon State 
Department of Agriculture Standards for 
Italian Prunes (July 15. 1972); the term 
“diameter” means the greatest dimension 
measured at right angles to a line from 
the stem to blossom end of the fruit; 
and, except as otherwise specified, all 
other terms shall have the same mean¬ 
ing as when used in the marketing agree¬ 
ment and order. 

Dated: June 12,1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[FR Doc.74-13898 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[7 CFR Part 948] 

IRISH POTATOES GROWN IN 
COLORADO—AREA NO. 3 

Proposed Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment 

Consideration is being given to the 
approval of the expenses and rate o 
assessment, hereinafter set forth, wmen 
were recommended by the Area Com¬ 
mittee for Area No. 3 established^ pu" 
suant to Marketing Agreement No. 
and Order No. 948, both as amended 
CFR Part 948). _ 

This marketing order program re® 
lates the handling of Irish potato? 
grown in the State of Colorado ana » 
effective under the Agricultural Mar* 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amena 
(7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

All persons who desire to submit w 
ten data, views, or arguments in 
nection with these proposals Jw 
the same in quadruplicate with the n 
ing Clerk, Room 112-A, United Staw 
Department of Agriculture, Wash in fif 
D.C. 20250, before July 3, 1974. AUW 
ten submissions made pursuant w 
notice will be made available for P 
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Inspection at the office of the Hearing 
Clerk during regular business hours (7 
CFR 127(b)). 


peat doses, if any, and the interval be¬ 
tween doses; Provided; That the label 
shall not show: 


The proposals are as follows: 

§948.271 Expenses and rate of assess¬ 
ment. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
likely to be incurred by the Area Com¬ 
mittee for Area No. 3 to enable such 
committee to perform its functions, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of Marketing 
Agreement No. 97, as amended, and this 
part, during the fiscal period ending 
June 30, 1975, will amount to $3,795. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler pursuant to Marketing 
Agreement No. 97, as amended, and this 
part, shall be $0.0085 per hundredweight 
of potatoes grown in Area No. 3 handled 
by him as the first handler thereof dur¬ 
ing said fiscal period. 

(c) Unexpended income in excess of 
expenses for the fiscal period ending 
June 30, 1975, may be carried over as a 
reserve. 

(d) Terms used in this section shall 
have the same meaning as when used 
In Marketing Agreement No. 97, as 
amended, and this part. 

Dated: June 13,1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service . 

[FR Doc.74-13975 Piled 6-17-74;8:45 ami 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 
[9 CPR Parts 112,113] 

VIRUSES, SERUMS, TOXINS, AND 
ANALOGOUS PRODUCTS 


Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 


Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the provisions contained in section 
553 of Title 5, United States Code, that 
it is proposed to amend certain of the 
regulations relating to viruses, serums, 
wxins, and analogous products in Part 
112 and Part 113 of Title 9, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations, issued pursuant to the 
Provisions of the Virus-Serum-Toxin 
Act of March 4,1913 (21 U.S.C. 151-158). 

These proposed amendments would 
codify in Part 113 the test requirements 
and production restrictions for autog- 
pf 0l vfn biolo ^ ics Prepared in licensed 
establishments for emergency use. 

lead Paragraph of § 112.7(g) 
qm j be cllan ged by these proposed 
arnendments by substituting the phrase 
autogenous biologies” for “autogenous 
acterins and autogenous vaccines” and 
adding a new label requirement in the 
°rm of an abbreviated test statement. 
..*‘ The introductory paragraph in 
* H2.7(g) is amended to read: 


^ Special additional 


requirements. 


* 


i * In the case autogenous 
tw!; labels sha11 delude a staten 
hm, * pro< ^ uc t has been subject to 
tests for purity and safety, 
^commended dose, the number of 


• * • * • 

2. It is proposed to amend Part 113 
by adding § 113.98 to read as follows: 

§113.98 Autogenous biologies. 

Autogenous biologies shall be pre¬ 
pared from a culture of micro-orga¬ 
nisms which has been inactivated and 
is nontoxic. Each serial shall meet the 
requirements in this section and if found 
unsatisfactory by any prescribed test 
shall not be used. 

(a) Seed requirements. The micro¬ 
organisms used as seed shall be isolated 
from sick or dead animals or birds and 
judged to be the causative agent of the 
current disease affecting such animals 
or birds. 

(1) More than one isolate from the 
same specimen (s) may be used. 

(2) Isolates from one herd or flock 
shall not be used to prepare an au¬ 
togenous biologic for another herd or 
flock. 

(3) Isolates used to prepare au¬ 
togenous biologies shall not be main¬ 
tained in the licensed establishment 
beyond the time required to prepare 
authorized amounts. 

(b) Production restrictions. Unless 
otherwise authorized by the Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator, each serial of autogenous 
biologies shall be subject to the follow¬ 
ing restrictions: 

(1) A serial shall be limited to 100,000 
doses for poultry and 1,000 doses for 
other animals. 

(2) Autogenous biologies shall be pre¬ 
pared for emergency use only. Biologies 
for initial vaccination shall not be pre¬ 
pared with organisms which have been 
isolated more than 14 days prior to 
initiating production. 

(3) Expiration dates shall be limited 
to 6 months from date of harvest. 

(c) Testing requirements. Final con¬ 
tainer samples of completed product 
from each serial and subserial shall be 
tested for purity and safety as prescribed 
in §113.26, § 113.33(b) and §113.38 
except that: 

(1) The observation period for all 
tests shall be reduced to 5 days; and 

(2) Serials which are satisfactory 
after the third day observation of purity 
test cultures and safety test animals may 
be released for shipment to the customer 
and the tests continued throughout the 
required test period; and 

(3) Serials released on the basis of 
satisfactory results of third day observa¬ 
tions shall be immediately recalled If 
evidence of contamination occurs in test 
cultures or if safety test animals sicken 
or die within 5 days from the date tests 
are inaugurated. 

Interested parties are invited to submit 
written data, views, or arguments re¬ 
garding the proposed regulations to Dep¬ 
uty Administrator, Veterinary Services. 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Room 828-A, Federal Building, Hyatts- 
ville, Maryland 20782. All comments re¬ 


ceived on or before July 22, 1974, will be 
considered. 

All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at Biologies Licensing 
and Standards Staff, at the above ad¬ 
dress, during regular business hours (7 
CFR 1.27(b)). 

Done at Washington, D.C. this 13th 
day of June 1974. 

Pierre A. Chaloux, 
Acting Deputy Administrator , 
Veterinary Services, Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection 
Service. 

[PR Doc.74-13902 Piled 6-17-74; 8:45 amj 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[ 14 CFR Part 399 ] 

[PSDR-39A; Docket No. 26658] 

STATEMENTS OF GENERAL POLICY 
POLICY 

Deceptive Practices In Advertising Group 
Inclusive Tours 

Supplemental Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking 

June 13, 1974. 

By notice of proposed rulemaking 
PSDR-39, dated April 29, 1974 and pub¬ 
lished at 39 FR 15309, the Board gave 
notice that it had under consideration 
an amendment to Part 399 of its Policy 
Statements (14 CFR Part 399) to codify 
a policy which would regard as an unfair 
or deceptive practice and an unfair 
method of competition in air transporta¬ 
tion or the sale thereof, within the mean¬ 
ing of section 411 of the Act, the adver¬ 
tising of prices involved in group inclu¬ 
sive tours unless the advertisement in¬ 
cludes a clear statement of the total tour 
prices. Interested persons were invited to 
participate in the proposed rulemaking 
through submission of twelve (12) copies 
of written data, views or arguments per¬ 
taining thereto to the Docket Section of 
the Board on or before June 17,1974. 

Counsel for the National Air Carrier 
Association (NACA) has requested a 10- 
day extension of time for filing comments 
to June 27, 1954. In support of the 
request, counsel states, inter alia, that 
additional time is needed for communi¬ 
cation between counsel and the NACA 
carriers with respect to comments in the 
instant proceeding, as well as being 
necessitated by the press of other urgent 
Board matters affecting the NACA car¬ 
riers. 

The undersigned finds that good cause 
has been shown for an extension of time 
for filing comments to June 27, 1974. 

Accordingly, pursuant to authority 
delegated in § 385.20(d) of the Board’s 
organization regulations, the under¬ 
signed hereby extends the time for sub¬ 
mitting comments to June 27, 1974. 

(Sec. 204(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
as amended, 72 Stat. 743; 49 UJ3.C. 1324) 

Dated: June 13,1974. 

[seal] Arthur H. Simms, 

Associate General Counsel, 
Rules and Rates Division. 

|FR Doc.74-13920 Piled 6-17-74;8:46 am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Gasoline Vapor Recovery Regulations 

A notice published today in the Rules 
and Regulations section of the Federal 
Recister asks for comment on various 
issues which will affect the interpretation 
of current regulations regarding vapor 
recovery at gasoline service stations. 

Comments should be submitted by 
July 31, 1974, preferably in triplicate, to 
Mr. Roger Strelow, Acting Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator for Air and Waste Manage¬ 
ment. Attention: Vapor Recovery Task 
Force, AW-443, EPA, 401 M Street, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 

(Sec. 110(c), 301 (a). Clean Air Act; 42 U.S.C. 
1857c-5(c), 1857g) 

Dated: June 11,1974. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator . 

(FR Doc.74—13840 FUed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[40 CFR Part 180] 

TOLERANCES FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS 

IN OR ON RAW AGRICULTURAL COM¬ 
MODITIES 

p-Chlorophenoxyacetic Acid; Proposed 
Tolerance 

Dr. C. C. Compton. Coordinator, In¬ 
terregional Research Project No. 4, State 
Agricultural Experiment Station, Rut¬ 
gers University. New Brunswick, NJ 
08903, on behalf of California tomato 
growers and the University of California, 
Riverside, submitted a petition (PP 
8E0732) proposing establishment of a 
tolerance for residues of the plant regu¬ 
lator p-chlorophenoxyacetic acid and its 
metabolite p-chlorophenol in or on to¬ 
matoes at 0.1 or 0.05 part per million. 

Based on consideration given data sub¬ 
mitted in the petition and other relevant 
material, it is concluded that: 

1. The plant regulator is useful for the 
purpose for which the tolerance is 
proposed. 

2. A tolerance of 0.05 part per million 
will be adequate to cover residues from 
the proposed use. 

3. There is no reasonable expectation 
of residues from the proposed use in milk, 
eggs, meat, or poultry, and § 180.6(a) (3) 
applies. 

4. A tolerance of 0.05 part per million 
is safe and will protect the public health. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514; 21 U.S.C. 
346a(e)), the authority transferred to 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency (35 FR 15623), and 
the authority delegated by the Adminis¬ 
trator to the Deputy Assistant Adminis¬ 
trator for Pesticide Programs (39 FR 
18805), it is proposed that § 180.202 be 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 180.202 p-Clilorophcnox} acetic acid; 
tolerance* for residues. 

Tolerances are established for com¬ 
bined residues of the plant regulator p- 
chlorophenoxyacetic acid and its meta¬ 
bolite p-chlorophenol in or on raw agri¬ 
cultural commodities as follows: 

2 parts per million in or on mung bean 
sprouts to inhibit embryonic root de¬ 
velopment. 

0.05 part per million in or on tomatoes. 

Any person who has registered or sub¬ 
mitted an application for the registration 
of a pesticide under the Federal Insecti¬ 
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act 
containing any of the ingredients listed 
herein may request, on or before July 18, 
1974, that this proposal be referred to 
an advisory committee in accordance 
with section 408(e) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments with reference to 
this notice to the Federal Register Sec¬ 
tion, Technical Services Division (WH- 
569), Office of Pesticide Programs, Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency, Room B-l, 
East Tower, 401 M Street SW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460. Three copies of the com¬ 
ments should be submitted to facilitate 
the work of the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency and others interested in in¬ 
specting the documents. The comments 
must be received on or before July 18, 
1974, and should bear a notation indi¬ 
cating the subject. All written comments 
filed pursuant to this notice will be 
available for public inspection in the 
office of the Federal Register Section 
from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: June 7,1974. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division . 

[FR Doc.74-13987 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am| 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 76 ] 

[Docket No. 19988J 

CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS 

Program Origination and Cablecasting 
Services 

In the Matter of amendment of Part 
76, Subpart G, of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations relative to program orig¬ 
ination by Cable Television Systems; 
and inquiry into the development of 
Cablecasting Services to formulate regu¬ 
latory policy and rulemaking. 

1. A request for an extension of time 
until June 17, 1974, within which to file 
Reply Comments in the above captioned 
Cable Television Rule Making has been 
submitted by the Warner Cable Corpora¬ 
tion. Warner requests the additional time 
in order to respond to comments on file 
which specifically discuss certain Warner 
cable systems. 

2. It appearing that good cause has 
been shown to support such request, it is 
granted. 


3. This action is taken by the Chief, 
Cable Television Bureau, pursuant to 
authority delegated in § 0.289 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations. 

Adopted: June 10. 1974. 

Released: June 11, 1974. 

Feder\l Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] David D. Kinley, 

Chief, Cable 
Television Bureau, 
[FR Doc.74-13917 Filed 0-17-74;8:45 ftm[ 

FEDERAL ENERGY OFFICE 
[10 CFR Part 211] 
SUPPLIER’S METHOD OF ALLOCATION 
Fractions in Excess of One 

The Federal Energy Office hereby gives 
notice of a proposal to amend Title 10 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 
211 . 

On May 1, 1974, FEO issued a revision 
of Part 211 effective June 1. 1974 which 
included a new procedure to be followed 
when a supplier determined that its al¬ 
location fraction for a period correspond¬ 
ing to a base period exceeds one (1.0). 
That procedure provided a means for a 
supplier to increase supplies to its his¬ 
toric purchasers using an incremental 
allocation fraction and modified alloca¬ 
tion levels whenever it had surplus 
product. In the case of retail sales outlets 
for motor gasoline, such a supplier was 
limited to supplying its outlets up to 110 
percent of their base period use. 

The May 1, 1974 revision introduced 
a degree of complexity to the disposition 
of surplus supplies which FEO believes 
is no longer necessary. FEO now believes 
that supplies are available in sufficient 
amounts that it is advisable to consider 
the modification of these regulations in 
order to provide more flexibility in the 
disposition of surplus product. At the 
same time. FEO believes it appropriate 

(a) to continue the reporting obligation 
of suppliers other than retail sales out¬ 
lets to permit redirection of surplus sip- 
plies by FEO to other suppliers which 
may be in need of additional supply and 

(b) to impose restrictions on the cate¬ 
gories of purchasers to w 7 hich refiners 
may dispose of surplus supplies in order 
to protect the interests of branded and 
nonbranded independent marketers. 

The proposal would place no restric¬ 
tions on the disposition of surplus prod¬ 
uct by retail sales outlets and would im¬ 
pose no reporting requirements on suen 
outlets when they have surplus product. 
A supplier which is not a refiner [ora 
retail sales outlet) would be re€ * ul r; 
to notify FEO of its surplus product wnen 
its allocation fraction exceeds one • 
Fifteen days after notification to F* • 
unless otherwise directed by the FEO. u 
supplier could dispose of its surplus P r0 ' 
uct at its discretion. 

A refiner, would also be required a 
provide FEO with notice whenever it u 
surplus product. At the end of futee 
days, however, a refiner could dispose 
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its surplus product at its discretion ex¬ 
cept that it would be required to offer 
proportional amounts of the surplus 
product to the independent branded and 
nonbranded wholesale purchaser- 
resellers which it ordinarily supplies if it 
desires to supply any of the surplus prod¬ 
uct to wholesale purchaser-resellers 
within its own distribution system. The 
retail sales outlets operated by the 
refiner could not receive more than their 
proportionate share of the surplus prod¬ 
uct offered to the refiner’s historic 
wholesale purchaser-resellers. 

A refiner would be required to report 
to PEO its disposition of such surplus 
product at the end of the period during 
which it has the surplus. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the rulemaking by submitting 
written data, views, or arguments with 
respect to the proposed regulations set 
forth in this notice to the Executive 
Secretariat. Federal Energy Office, Box 
AM. Washington, D.C. 20461. 

Comments should be identified on the 
outside envelope and on the documents 
submitted to the Federal Energy Office 
Executive Secretariat with the designa¬ 
tion “Allocation Fraction”. Fifteen copies 
should be submitted. All comments re¬ 
ceived by June 26, 1974, and all other 
relevant information will be considered 
by the Federal Energy Office before final 
action is taken on the proposed regula¬ 
tions. 

(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 

1973, Pub. L. 93159. E.O. 11748; 38 FR 33575) 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
Is proposed to amend Part 211, Chapter 
H Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations as set forth below. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., June 14, 

1974. 

William N. Walker, 
General Counsel , 
Federal Energy Office. 


1. Section 211.10 is revised in para¬ 
graph (g) to read as follows: 

§211,10 Supplier's method of alloca¬ 
tion. 


te) Allocation fractions greater than 
one. (l) General. In allocating allocable 
supplies of any allocated product among 
wholesale purchasers and end-users, no 
supplier may use an allocation fraction 
greater than one (1.0) except as provided 


m, Reiail sales outlets. Any wholesah 
i Ser " reseUer which is a retail sale 
utiet and which has an allocation frac 
ex cess of one (1.0) for a perio< 
to a base period shal 
f * e . aUoca tions based on an allocatioi 
ruction of one (1.0) and may distribute 
ThoS 11 ? ^ produ ct at its discretion 
whniL i no requirement that such i 
no esale purchaser-reseller report it 
surplus product to FEO. 

rplpi\ n Su ^ l } ers °t wholesale purchaser 
Dlier 17 * 1 { the aiiocable supply of a sup 
of,i,m°;- w “ olesale Purchaser-resellers i 
frarHA^ lent ma gnitude that its allocatioi 
u computed pursuant to para 


graph (b) of this section will exceed one 
(1.0) for a period corresponding to a base 
period, that supplier shall make alloca¬ 
tions based on an allocation fraction of 
one (1.0) and shall report the volume of 
surplus product available by certified 
mail to the National FEO and the appro¬ 
priate regional FEO in accordance with 
forms and instructions issued by FEO, 
within five (5) days of the supplier’s de¬ 
termination that its allocation fraction 
will exceed one (1.0). 

(4) Redirection. The National or Re¬ 
gional FEO (whenever authorized by the 
National FEO) may within 15 days after 
the notification made pursuant to para¬ 
graph (g) (3) of this section direct that 
the product so reported be distributed 
among other suppliers or sold to desig¬ 
nated wholesale purchasers or end-users. 

(5) Non-refiner suppliers of wholesale 
purchaser-resellers. Any supplier which 
reports pursuant to subparagraph (3) 
above and which is not a refiner may 
distribute its surplus product at its dis¬ 
cretion if it is not notified to the contrary 
within fifteen (15) days of reporting to 
the FEO. 

(6) Refiner suppliers of wholesale pur¬ 
chaser-resellers. Any supplier which re¬ 
ports pursuant to paragraph (g) (3) of 
this section and which is also a refiner 
shall distribute its surplus product as 
provided below if it is not notified to the 
contrary within fifteen (15) days of re¬ 
porting to the FEO: 

(i) The refiner at its discretion may 
distribute any portion of its surplus 
product to any wholesale purchaser-re¬ 
seller which Is not entitled to receive an 
allocation from that refiner, and to any 
end-users or wholesale purchaser-con¬ 
sumers which would normally be supplied 
directly by the refiner rather than 
through a retail sales outlet. 

(ii) Any portion of its surplus prod¬ 
uct which the refiner intends to offer to 
wholesale purchaser-resellers which are 
entitled to receive an allocation from it 
shall be distributed by offering, in the 
aggregate, to the category of wholesale 
purchaser-resellers which are branded 
independent marketers and to the cate¬ 
gory of wholesale purchaser-resellers 
which are non-branded independent 
marketers at least the same proportion 
of that part of the refiner’s surplus prod¬ 
uct as the total base period uses of such 
branded or non-branded independent 
marketers bear.to the total base period 
uses of all wholesale purchaser-resellers 
which are entitled to receive an alloca¬ 
tion from that refiner. 

(iii) Retail sales outlets owned and 
operated by the refiner may not pur¬ 
chase or be supplied a greater proportion 
of that part of the refiner’s surplus prod¬ 
uct which is sold or supplied to whole¬ 
sale purchaser-resellers which are en¬ 
titled to an allocation from that refiner 
than the total base period uses of all 
such retail sales outlets bear to the total 
base period uses of all such wholesale 
purchaser-resellers. 

(7) Disposition Report by Refiner 
Supplier. Within ten (10) days following 
the end of a period corresponding to a 
base period, any refiner which reported 


surplus product for such period as re¬ 
quired by paragraph (g) (3) of this sec¬ 
tion shall report by certified mail to the 
National FEO and the appropriate re¬ 
gional FEO the disposition of the 
surplus product, including the names 
and volumes of any purchasers. 

(8) Purchaser's rights. Notwithstand¬ 
ing the provisions of § 211.12, any whole¬ 
sale purchaser or end-user may purchase 
allocated product from any supplier 
whiqh certifies that it has surplus prod¬ 
uct to distribute and that it has com¬ 
plied with the provisions of this 
paragraph. 

(9) Limitation on purchaser's rights . 
No supplier shall supply and no end-user 
or wholesale purchaser-consumer shall 
accept quantities of an allocated prod¬ 
uct which exceed one hundred (100) 
percent of the end-user’s or wholesale 
purchaser-consumer’s current require¬ 
ments, unless directed by FEO. 

(10) Special propane restriction. No 
supplier shall supply and no end-user 
or wholesale purchaser-consumer shall 
accept quantities of propane in excess 
of one hundred (100) percent of base 
period ,086 for synthetic natural gas 
feedstock use or standby volumes or 
any other industrial uses covered by 
5 211.83(c) (4) (ii). 

• • • • • 

2. Section 211.107 is revised in para¬ 
graph (b) to read as follows: 

§211.107 Method of allocation. 

• • * * ♦ 

(b) Allocations of motor gasoline to 
retail sales outlets and all other pur¬ 
chasers shall be made as specified in 
§ 211.10. Suppliers which have an alloca¬ 
tion fraction greater than one (1.0) shall 
distribute their surplus product in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of § 211.10 
(g) notwithstanding the provisions of 
§ 211.106 with respect to reassignments 
among retail sales outlets. 

• • • ♦ • 

§§211.84, 211.104, 211.124, 211.144, 
211.164 [Revoked] 

3. Sections 211.84, 211.104, 211.124, 
211.144 and 211.164 are revoked. 

(FR Doc.74-14023 File 6-17-74:8:45 am] 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

[ 16 CFR Part 233 ] 

GUIDES AGAINST DECEPTIVE PRICING 
Proposed Revision 

Proposed revised Guides Against 
Deceptive Pricing are hereinafter set 
forth and are today made public by the 
Commission for consideration by inter¬ 
ested or affected parties pursuant to the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, as 
amended, 15 U.S.C. 41, et seq., the provi¬ 
sions of Part 1, Subpart A, of the Com¬ 
mission’s procedures and rules of prac¬ 
tice, 16 CFR 1.5, 1.6, and section 553 of 
Subchapter II, Chapter 5, Title 5, U.S. 
Code (Administrative Procedure). 

Opportunity is hereby extended by the 
Federal Trade Commission to any and 
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all persons, firms, corporations, organiza¬ 
tions or other parties affected by or hav¬ 
ing an interest in the proposed revised 
Guides to submit to the Commission their 
views concerning the Guides, including 
such pertinent information, suggestions, 
or objections as they may desire to sub¬ 
mit. For this purpose, additional copies 
of the proposed revised Guides, which 
are advisory in nature as to the ap¬ 
plicability of legal requirements, may be 
obtained upon request to the Commis¬ 
sion. Data, views, information, objec¬ 
tions, and suggestions may be submitted 
by letter, memorandum, brief, or other 
written communication not later than 
August 19, 1974. to the Assistant Director 
for Marketing Practices, Bureau of Con¬ 
sumer Protection, Federal Trade Com¬ 
mission, Pennsylvania Avenue and Sixth 
St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20580. Written 
comments received will be available for 
examination by interested parties at the 
Commission’s Washington address. Room 
130, and will be fully considered by the 
Commission. 

The proposed revised guides that fol¬ 
low, if adopted, will supersede the Guides 
Against Deceptive Pricing adopted by the 
Commission December 20,1963. 

Introduction 

These Guides represent the Commis¬ 
sion’s enforcement policies with respect 
to comparative price advertising. They 
are deliberately brief and should be con¬ 
sidered as guides rather than as com¬ 
prehensive rules and regulations. Their 
application will be governed by the fol¬ 
lowing principle: since price is an im¬ 
portant factor in consumer purchasing 
decisions, the advertiser who does more 
than state his asking price must tell the 
truth in such a way that it cannot be 
misunderstood. Truthful price advertis¬ 
ing, offering real bargains, is a benefit to 
all. But the advertiser must shun sales 
'•gimmicks” which lure customers into a 
belief that they are getting a bargain 
when in fact they are not. 

See. 

233.0 Definitions. 

233.1 Price comparisons—In general. 

233.2 Former price comparisons. 

233.3 Omission of former price. 

233.4 Omission of duration of sale. 

233.5 Comparable value comparisons. 

233.6 Advertising of retail prices by manu¬ 

facturers or non-retail distributors. 

233.7 Advertising by retailers of manufac¬ 

turers’ recommended prices. 

233.8 Special sales: special merchandise. 

233.9 Misrepresentation of retailer's status. 

Authority: Secs. 5. 6. 38 Stat. 719, as 
amended. 721 (15 U.S.C. 45,46). 

§ 233.0 Definitions. 

As used herein, "to advertise” means 
to inform consumers by any means such 
as, but not limited to, shelf tags, pre¬ 
ticketing, display cards, handbills, bill¬ 
boards, and advertisements in news¬ 
papers, magazines, radio and television. 
“Advertiser” means any person or firm 
which advertises prices to consumers. 
“Article” includes services as well. 


§ 233.1 Price comparisons—In general. 

fa) Comparative pricing Is generally 
defined as the practice whereby a mer¬ 
chant or manufacturer displays, states, 
or advertises—directly or by implica¬ 
tion—two or more prices for his goods or 
services; the actual current asking price 
and another, higher, reference price. 
The reference price may be described in 
various ways such as “list price," “regu¬ 
lar price,” “full price,” “retail price” or 
“value,” or may be displayed with no 
designation at all. A reference price may 
also be implied by a statement such as 
“3a ve 40%.” 

(b) No comparisons should be made 
or implied between the price at which 
an article is offered for sale and some 
other reference price unless the article 
and the nature of the reference price are 
explicitly identified and the advertiser 
has a reasonable basis to substantiate 
the reference price. If the advertiser is a 
retailer, identification of the article 
should also be made at the point of sale 
through the use of prominent shelf tags 
or similar means. 

(c) Examples of reference prices prop¬ 
erly identified include: The advertiser’s 
former price for the same article: a man¬ 
ufacturer’s suggested list price; the ad¬ 
vertiser's price for a perfect article when 
the advertised article is imperfect, ir¬ 
regular, or a second; a manufacturer's 
list price for a different but comparable 
article; a competitor’s offering price for 
a different but comparable article, etc. 

§ 233.2 Former price comparisons. 

(a) A representation of a former price, 
unless otherwise specified, must be of the 
advertiser’s immediately preceding price 
for the same article. 

(b) Bona fide sales must have been 
made by the advertiser at the adver¬ 
tised former price in the recent past. If 
the article was offered for sale but no 
such sales were made at that price or 
any other price in the recent past, that 
fact must be disclosed in connection with 
any mention of the former price. 

§ 233.3 Omission of former price. 

A businessman should not advertise a 
reduction in price, either directly or 
through the use of words such as “sale” 
or “reduced to,” unless 

(a) The reduction from the immedi¬ 
ately preceding price is recent; and 

(b) The immediately preceding price 
is disclosed or can be readily ascertained 
by disclosure of the stated dollar or per¬ 
centage reduction in price. 

The immediately preceding price must 
also be disclosed if any other comparison 
price is advertised in connection with a 
price reduction. 

§ 233.4 Omission of durulion of sale. 

A merchant should not advertise a 
“sale” or other temporary change in 
prices without disclosing as explicitly as 
possible, in terms of time or quantities 
available, the period in which the ad¬ 
vertised prices will be available. Where 
the termination point has been adver¬ 


tised in good faith, it is not deceptive to 
extend the availability of the advertised 
prices, to make further reductions, or to 
reinstitute terminated reductions. In de¬ 
termining good faith, reference will be 
made to the advertiser’s past record of 
truthfulness in advertising sales of 
limited duration. 

§ 233.5 Comparable value compaMs 

An advertised price for an article 
should not be compared with a price for 
another article unless the price for the 
article is explicitly identified (i.e., 
whether it is a manufacturer’s list price, 
the advertiser’s own price, a competitors 
offering price, etc.), and the advertiser 
has a reasonable basis to substantiate the 
existence of that price. In addition, one 
of the following conditions must be met: 

(a) Tile comparability of the two ar¬ 
ticles can be established by reference to 
established standards of identity or per¬ 
formance; or 

<b) The advertiser has otherwise es¬ 
tablished that the two articles are sub¬ 
stantially identical in all significant re¬ 
spects; or 

(c) The other article is specifically 
identified. 

A retailer can be reasonably certain that 
his product is substantially identical to 
other products if he knows that all are 
made by the same manufacturer to the 
same specifications. 

§ 233.6 Advertising of retail price* br 
manufacturers or non-retail dis¬ 
tributors. 

A manufacturer or non-retail distrib¬ 
utor may advertise a recommended re¬ 
tail price or provide retailers with the 
means to advertise such price for his 
product only if 

(a) A substantial fraction of sales of 
the product are made through retailers 
unaffiliated with the manufacturer or 
distributor; and 

(b) The recommended price is inde¬ 
pendently set by the manufacturer or 
non-retail distributor without collusion 
or agreement with, or as an accommoda¬ 
tion to. any retailer or competitor; and 

(c) There is no more than one price 
for each region of the United States; ana 

(d) The recommended price does not 
substantially exceed the highest prices at 
which sales are made in the region. w 
which they apply, or, if the product » 
new, at .which such sales can be antici¬ 
pated in good faith. 

§ 233.7 Advertising by retailers of n wn * 
ufacturera’ reconi mended prit-cf. 

A retailer may compare his prices with 
those recommended by manufacturers ° 
non-retail distributors if he had no P» 
in establishing those prices and has n 
reason to believe that they substantially 
exceed the highest prices at which s&» 
are made in the region in which su 
prices are recommended. 

§233.8 Special sales; special niwh”"’ 
dwe. 

(a) No advertisement should he n 
which expressly or Impliedly oi 
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lowered prices as a result of some un¬ 
usual circumstances, unless the circum¬ 
stances are true and the prices are actu¬ 
ally lower than the advertiser’s usual 
prices. 

(b) Examples of claimed unusual cir¬ 
cumstances include “special purchase/’ 
“exceptional purchase,” “clearance,” 
“manufacturer’s close-out.” 

§ 233.9 Misrepresentation of retailer’s 
status. 

(a) A retailer should not use any term 
such as “wholesale” to describe the prices 
offered to consumers unless he makes 
substantial bona fide sales to retailers at 
those prices. 

(b) A retailer should not use any term 
such as “factory” to describe the prices 
offered to consumers unless those prices 
are the same prices as paid by those pur¬ 
chasing directly from the manufacturer 
for resale. 

Non.—Offers of a bargain on one article 
when another Is purchased, such as “Free/' 


“Buy 1—Get 1 Free/’ “2 for-1 Sale,” “50% off 
with the purchase of Two.” “U Sale.” etc., 
raise many similar problems as those covered 
by the foregoing Guides. The Commission’s 
“Guide Concerning Use of the Word ’Free’ 
and Similar Representations” afford further 
guidance In this area. Copies are available 
upon request. 

Issued June 18,1974. 

By direction of the Commission. 

[seal] Charles A. Tobin, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13855 Filed 8-17-74:8:45 ami 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 
[ 12 CFR Part 748 ] 

MINIMUM SECURITY DEVICES AND 
PROCEDURES 

Proposed Rulemaking 

Notice is hereby given that the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the National Credit Union 


Administration, pursuant to the author¬ 
ity conferred by section 120, 73 Stat. 
635, 12 U.S.C. 1766, proposes to amend 
12 CFR 748.9(e)(1) as set forth below. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections regarding the proposed re¬ 
vision to the Administrator, National 
Credit Union Administration, 2025 M 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20456, to 
be received not later them July 21, 1974. 

Herman Nickerson, Jr. 

Administrator . 

June 11,1974. 

§ 748.9 [Amended] 

1. Section 748.9(e)(1) is amended by 
deleting the number “18” after the word 
“least” and before the word “inches” and 
substituting in lieu thereof the number 
“ 12 .” 

[FR Doc.74-13865 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am) 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents other than rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public. Notices 
of hearings and investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings* delegations of authority, filing of petitions and applications 
and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing in this section. 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Defense Supply Agency 
TIMKEN COMPANY 
Proposed Cancellation of Contracts 

June 10, 1974. 

The Office of Contracts Compliance, 
Headquarters, Defense Supply Agency 
(DSA> requested and received approval 
from the Director of DSA to issue a 
Notice of Proposed Cancellation of Con¬ 
tracts to the Timken Company for its 
failure to respond to the 30-day show 
cause letter issued to that company De¬ 
cember 27, 1973. The Timken Company 
has been given 14 days after receipt of 
the Proposed Cancellation Notice to 
answer the allegations therein, and re¬ 
quest a hearing on the issues with the 
Director, DSA. 

The following letter is published in 
accordance with the requirements of 41 
CFR 60-1.26(b) (2) <i) and (ii): 

DC AS-VO 

Mr. H. E. Markley 

President 

The Timken Company 
1835 Dueber Avenue, SW. 

Canton, Ohio 44706 

Dear Mr. Markley: The Timken Company 
has agreed, pursuant to the Equal Employ¬ 
ment Opportunity clause of United States 
Government contracts, to comply with all 
provisions of Executive Order 11246, as 
amended, and the rules, regulations, and 
relevant orders of the Secretary of Labor, 
41 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR). Chap¬ 
ter 60. The Defense Supply Agency is charged 
with responsibility for securing compliance 
with the referenced Order and regulations 
under Department of Defense Directive No. 
1100 . 11 . 

On 27 September 1973 an onsite Equal 
Employment Opportunity compliance re¬ 
view was Initiated at your Bucyrus, Ohio 
facility. During the course of the review it 
was determined that a restrictive area of 
recruitment (about 16 miles distance from 
the facility) existed beyond which your Com¬ 
pany would hire whites but refused to hire 
minorities. 

It was further determined that Timken's 
goals and timetables are based on a 16 mile 
recruiting area which has about .6% minor¬ 
ities to the total population. The City of 
Mansfield, only nine miles outside the cur¬ 
rent recruitment area, is within a reason¬ 
able commuting availability distance to Bu¬ 
cyrus and should be Included in Timken's 
designated recruiting area. The new 25 mile 
radius would provide at least a 3.5% avail¬ 
ability figure which should be reflected in 
your Company's new goals and timetables. 

The Timken Company is in violation of 
Executive Order 11246 which requires federal 
contractors to refrain from discriminating 
in their employment practices. In addition, 
the Company’s goals and timetables are 


unrealistic and not in consonance with the 
requirements of 41 CFR 6U-2.11 and 60-2.12 
respectively. 

Negotiations were conducted with your 
Company between 6 October 1973 and 
3 December 1973 in an effort to settle the 
above issues. The Commander, DCASR. 
Cleveland Issued a show cause letter on 27 
December 1973. which stated the deficiencies 
found to exist and offered assistance to re¬ 
solve them by mediation and negotiation. 
During the 30-day show cause period an ad¬ 
ditional meeting was held which also failed 
to yield positive results. To date there Is no 
indication that your Company Intends to 
change its position. 

In view of your apparent noncompllance 
with the Order and applicable regulations, 
you are hereby notified of the proposed can¬ 
cellation or termination of any existing 
United States Government contracts or sub¬ 
contracts. You will also be declared ineligible 
for further contracts and subcontracts with 
the United States Government. This action 
is p ursu ant to Section 209 of the Order and 
41 CFR 60-1.26(b). The Timken Company 
may within 14 days after receipt of this notice 
file an answer to the allegations set forth 
in this letter and request a hearing on the 
issues with the Director, Defense Supply 
Agency, Cameron Station, Alexandria, Vir¬ 
ginia 22314. The answer and request for a 
hearing should conform with the require¬ 
ments of 41 CFR 60-1.26(b) (2) (ill), 

Sincerely, 

D. H. Richards, 

Major General, USA, 

Acting Director. 

[FR Doc.74-13843 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


Office of the Secretary 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE NATURAL RE¬ 
SOURCES CONSERVATION ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 

Postponement of Meeting 

The Secretary of Defense Natural Re¬ 
sources Conservation Advisory Commit¬ 
tee Meeting originally scheduled for 
June 25, 1974 (published at 39 FR 18482, 
May 28, 1974), has been postponed until 
9 a.m., Tuesday. September 10, 1974. The 
meeting will be held in Room 1E801, #4, 
the Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 

Additional information may be ob¬ 
tained from Mr. Francis B. Roche, Di¬ 
rector, Real Property and Natural Re¬ 
sources, OASD(I&L), the Pentagon, 
Washington, D.C. 20301, telephone: OX 
7-7227, autovon 227-7227. 

% Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives, OASD (Cowp- 
trotter ). 

June 13, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74-13935 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

I OR 12177] 

OREGON 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Land 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-11065, appearing at 
page 17240, in the issue for Tuesday. 
May 14, 1974, the 26th line of the land 
description for the Abert Rim Scenic 
Corridor reading "T. 34 S., R. 22 E.," 
should read “T. 35 S., R. 22 E.’\ 


[New Mexico 21630 and 21633] 

NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Applications 

June 10, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 <87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for two 2%-inch natural gas 
pipelines right-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 27 N., R. 6 W„ 

Sec. 8. S&NE>4 and E%SWy 4 . 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across .065 miles of national resource 
land in Rio Arriba County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, anti 
if so, under what terms and conditions* 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management. 35w 
Pan American Freeway, NE, Albuquer¬ 
que, NM 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief, Branch of Lands, 
and Minerals Operations. 
[FR Doc.74-13844 Filed G-17-74;8:45 am) 


Fish and Wildlife Service 
NATIONAL AUDUBON SOCIETY 
Endangered Species Permit; Receipt of 
Application 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-12669. appearing 
page 19245 tor the Issue of 
May 31, 1974, the date in the last uu , 
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of tills document which appeal s on page 
19246 should be “May 29, 1974”. 

National Park Service 

GATEWAY NATIONAL RECREATION AREA 
ADVISORY COMMISSION 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice Is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
that a meeting of the Gateway National 
Recreation Area Advisory Commission 
will be held at 10 a.m., e.d.t. on June 27, 
1974 at the Headquarters Building, 
Sandy Hook Unit, Gateway National 
Recreation Area, Highlands, New Jersey. 

The purpose of the Commission is to 
provide for the free exchange of ideas 
between the National Park Service and 
the public, and to facilitate the solicita¬ 
tion of advice or other counsel from 
members of the public on problems and 
programs pertinent to the Gateway Na¬ 
tional Recreation Area. 

The members of the Commission are 
as follows: 

Honorable Alfred E. Driscoll, Chairman 

Haddonfleld, New Jersey 

Mr. Alexander Aldrich 

South Mall. Albany 

Mr. Chester Apy 

Little Silver. New Jersey 

Mr. Donald H. Elliott 

Brooklyn, New York 

Mrs. Marian 8. HetskeU 

New York, New York 

Mr. Gustav Heningburg 

Newark, New Jersey 

Mr. Ernest W. Lass 

Interlaken, New Jersey 

Mr. Edward EL Tuck 

New York, New York 

Reverend Horace Tyler 

Brooklyn. New York 

Mr. Nathaniel Washington 

Newark, New Jersey 

Honorable Joseph B. Williams 

Brooklyn, New York 

The purpose of this meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss development and future plans for 
Gateway National Recreation Area. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
However, facilities and space for accom¬ 
modating members of the public are 
Jhmted, and persons will be accommo¬ 
dated on a first come, first served basis. 
Any member of the public may file with 
the Commission a written statement con¬ 
cerning the matters to be discussed. 

Persons wishing further information 
concerning this meeting, or who wish to 
submit written statements, may contact 
«ODert F. Mahoney, Public Affairs Offi¬ 
cer, Gateway National Recreation Area, 
at Area Code (212) 264-4454. Minutes of 
he meeting will be available for public 
inspection two weeks after the meeting 
at the Gateway National Recreation 
nf* a r? eadquarters Building, Floyd Ben¬ 
nett Field, Brooklyn, New York 11234. 

Russell E. Dickenson, 

. Deputy Director. 

j ^e 13, 1974, 

IFR Doc. 74-13992 Filed 6-17-74,8:46 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
SHIPPERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Notice of Public Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 10 
(a) (2) of the Federal Advisory Commit¬ 
tee Act (86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby 
given of a meeting of the Shippers Ad¬ 
visory Committee established under Mar¬ 
keting Order No. 905 (7 CFR Part 905). 
This order regulates the handling of 
oranges, grapefruit, tangerines, and 
tangelos grown in Florida and is effec¬ 
tive pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.8.C. 601-674). 
The Committee will meet In the A. B. 
Michael Auditorium of the Florida Citrus 
Mutual Building, 302 South Massachu¬ 
setts Avenue, Lakeland, Florida, at 10:30 
a.m., local time, on June 26, 1974. 

Notice of less than 15 days is provided 
for this meeting in recognition of the 
need for timely consideration of the sup¬ 
ply and demand situation confronting 
the industry. In order to make appropri¬ 
ate recommendations for regulations, the 
committee must be able to meet and 
appraise the supply and demand situa¬ 
tion as near to the marketing period as 
possible. Under the circumstances, a 
longer notice period is Impracticable and 
the notice provided in this document is 
reasonable. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
and a brief period will be set aside for 
public comments and questions. The 
agenda of the Committee includes the 
receipt and review of market supply and 
demand information incidental to con¬ 
sideration of the need for modification 
of current grade and size limitations ap¬ 
plicable to domestic and export ship¬ 
ments of the named fruits. 

The names of Committee members, 
agenda, summary of the meeting and 
other information pertaining to the 
meeting may be obtained from Frank D. 
Trovillion, Manager, Growers Ad¬ 
ministrative Committee, P.O. Box R, 
Lakeland, Florida 33802; telephone 
813-682-3103. 

Dated: June 12,1974. 

John C. Blum, 
Associate Administrator . 

(FR Doc.74-13895 Filed 8-17-74;8:46 am] 


Cooperative State Research Service 
COMMITTEE OF NINE 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act, Public Law 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Com¬ 
mute of Nine at 8:30 a.m., June 27, 1974, 
in the Conference Room, Irrigated Agri¬ 
cultural Research and Extension Center, 
Washington State University, Prosser, 
Washington. 

The purpose of the meeting is to evalu¬ 
ate and recommend proposals for coop¬ 


erative research on problems that con¬ 
cern agriculture in two or more States, 
and to make recommendations for allo¬ 
cation of funds for fiscal year 1975. The 
meeting is open to the public and writ¬ 
ten statements can be filed with the 
Committee before or after the meeting. 

The names of the members of the 
Committee, the agenda, minutes, and 
other information pertaining to the 
meeting may be obtained from the Rec¬ 
ording Secretary, Committee of Nine, Co¬ 
operative State Research Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C. 20250. Telephone 202-447-3880. 

Dated: June 4,1974. 

C. I. Harris, 
Acting Administrator . 

|FR Doc.74-13977 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


Forest Service 

PROPOSED VEGETATION CONTROL BY 
MECHANICAL, CHEMICAL, AND FIRE 
TREATMENT IN ARIZONA AND NEW 
MEXICO 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft envi¬ 
ronmental statement for Proposed Vege¬ 
tation Control by Mechanical, Chemical 
and Fire Treatment in the States of 
Arizona and New Mexico, USDA-FS- 
DES(Adm) R3-74-03. 

The environmental statement con¬ 
siders probable environmental effects of 
the proposed program. 

The draft environmental statement 
w r as filed with CEQ on June .10, 1974. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

USDA, Forest Service 

South Agriculture Bldg., Rm. 3230 

14th & Independence Ave., SW 

Washington, D.C. 20260 

USDA. Forest Service 

Southwestern Region 

517 Gold Avenue, SW 

Albuquerque. New Mexico 

Carson National Forest 

Cruz Alta Road 

Taos, New Mexico 87571 

Coronado National Forest 

130 South Scott 

Tucson. Arizona 86702 

Tonto National Forest 

102 South 28th Street 

Phoeuix, Arizona 86034 

Apache-Sitgreaves National Forest 

Federal Building 

Springervllle, Arizona 85938 

Coconino National Forest 

114 N. San Francisco Street 

Flagstaff, Arizona 85938 

Lincoln National Forest 

Federal Building 

Alamogords, New Mexico 88310 

Gila National Forest 

301 West College Avenue 

Silver City. New Mexico 88061 


No. 118 - 5 
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Single copies are available upon re¬ 
quest to the Forest Supervisors listed 
above and the Regional Forester, South¬ 
western Region, 517 Gold, SW., Albu¬ 
querque. New Mexico 87102. Copies are 
also available from the Colorado Plateau 
Environmental Advisory Council, P.O. 
Box 1389, Flagstaff, Arizona 86001. Please 
refer to the name and number of the 
environmental statement when ordering. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
from State and local agencies which are 
authorized to develop and enforce en¬ 
vironmental standards, and from Federal 
agencies having jurisdiction by law or 
special expertise with respect to any en¬ 
vironmental impact involved for which 
comments have not been requested 
specifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to the Re¬ 
gional Forester, Southwestern Region, 
517 Gold Avenue, SW, Albuquerque, New 
Mexico 87102. Comments must be re¬ 
ceived within 60 days from the date of 
this notice in order to be considered in 
the preparation of the final environmen¬ 
tal statement. 

M. M. JOHANNESEN, 

Acting Regional Forester, R3. 

June 10, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-13853 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


KISATCHIE NATIONAL FOREST; TIMBER 
MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102<2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Timber 
Management Plan. Kisatchie National 
Forest, Louisiana, U SDA-FS-R8-DE S 
(Adm. 1-74-9. 

This environmental statement con¬ 
cerns a proposed management plan for 
the timber resources of the Kisatchie Na¬ 
tional Forest. 

This draft environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on June 10,1974. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

USDA. Forest Service 

South Agriculture Bldg., Room 3230 

12th St. & Independence Ave., S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20250 

USDA, Forest Service 

1720 Peachtree Road, N.W., Room 804 

Atlanta. Georgia 30309 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to J. Lamar Beas¬ 
ley. Forest Supervisor, Kisatchie National 
Forest, 2500 Shreveport Highway, Pine- 
ville, Louisiana 71360. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State, 
and local agencies as outlined In the 


Council on Environmental Quality 
Guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
from State and local agencies which are 
authorized to develop and enforce envi¬ 
ronmental standards, and from Federal 
agencies having jurisdiction by law or 
special expertise with respect to any en¬ 
vironmental impact involved for which 
comments have not been requested 
specifically. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action and requests for additional infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to J. Lamar 
Beasley, Forest Supervisor, Kisatchie 
National Forest, 2500 Shreveport High¬ 
way, Pineville, Louisiana 71360. Com¬ 
ments must be received by August 12, 
1974 in order to be considered in the 
preparation of the final environmental 
statement. 

David F. Jolly, 
Regional Environmental 

Coordinator. 

[FR Doc.74-13854 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY ROAD; 

SNOQUALMIE NATIONAL FOREST 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Weyer¬ 
haeuser Company Road, Hansen Creek 
Share Cost Agreement Area, Snoqualmie 
National Forest, Washington. USDA-FS- 
FES-( Adm)-74-67. 

The environmental statement concerns 
proposed non-share cost easements for 
construction and use of short segments 
of three roads across Snoqualmie Na¬ 
tional Forest land, in King County, 
Washington. 

This final environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on June 12,1974. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

USDA, Forest Service 

South Agriculture Bldg., Room 3231 

12th St. & Independence Ave., SW. 

Washington, D.C. 20250 

USDA, Forest Service 

Pacific Northwest Region 

319 SW. Pine Street 

Portland, Oregon 97204 

Snoqualmie National Forest 

1601 Second Avenue Building 

Seattle, Washington 98101 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to T. A. Schlapfer, 
Regional Forester, Pacific Northwest Re¬ 
gion, P.O. Box 3623, Portland, Oregon 
97208, or Don R. Campbell, Forest Super¬ 
visor, 1601 Second Avenue Building, 
Seattle, Washington 98101. 

Robert B. Terrill, 

Acting Regional Forester , 

Region 6. 

June 12,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-13927 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Technical Information Service 

FEDERALLY-SPONSORED BUSINESS, 
ECONOMIC AND TECHNICAL REPORTS 

Notice of Pricing Policy 

Notice is hereby given of the follow¬ 
ing pricing schedule adopted by the 
National Technical Information Service 
(NTIS). The NTIS provides government 
and public availability of federally- 
sponsored business, economic and tech¬ 
nical reports. 

Policy Statement on Ship and Bill 

Effective July 1, 1974, the billing 
charge for Ship and Bill will be as 
follows: 


Documents (per order)-$5.00 

NTISearches (per search)- 5.00 

Subscription items (per subscription 
order) _ 2.50 


This charge applies to all government 
and private orders. 

William T. Knox, 
Director , National 
Technical Information Service. 
[FR Doc.74-13866 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Federal Disaster Assistance Administration 

[Docket No. NFD-206; FDAA -437-DR] 


ARKANSAS 

Notice of Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 


Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development by the President under Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 11749 of December 10. 

1973, and delegated to me by the Sec¬ 
retary under Department of Housing ana 
Urban Development Delegation of Au¬ 
thority, Docket No. D-73-238; and bv 
virtue of the Act of May 22, 1974, en¬ 
titled “Disaster Relief Act of 1974 
Stat. 143); notice is hereby given that 
on June 8. 1974, the President declared 
a major disaster as follows: 

I have determined that the damage Id 
certain areas of the State of Arkansas re¬ 
sulting from a tornado occurring on June , 

1974, Is of sufficient severity and magnitude 
to warrant a major disaster declaration un¬ 
der Public Law 93-288. I therefore declare 
that such a major disaster exists in j 
State of Arkansas. You are to deterimn 
the specific areas within the State 

for Federal assistance under this declarat 


Notice is hereby given that pursuan 
to the authority vested in the Secretan 
of Housing and Urban Development un¬ 
der Executive Order 11749. and aei - 
gated to me by the Secretary un 
Department of Housing and TfrDG&Jj~ 
velopment Delegation of Auth ^Jt 
Docket No. D-73-238, I hereby appo”? 
Mr. Joe D. Winkle, HUD Regioni 6. w 
act as the Federal Coordinating Ofli 
for this declared major disaster. 

I do hereby determine the 
area in the State of Arkansas to aav 
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been adversely affected by this declared 
major disaster: 

The county of: St. Francis. 

This disaster has been designated as 
FDAA-437-DR. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
14.701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Dated: June 10, 1974. 

Thomas P. Dunne, 
Administrator, Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration. 

IFR Doc.74-13908 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 ami 


|Docket No. NFD-208; FDAA-438-DRI 

ILLINOIS 

Notice of Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 


Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development by the President under Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 11749 of December 10. 
1973, and delegated to me by the Sec¬ 
retary under Department of Housing and 
Urban Development Delegation of Au¬ 
thority, Docket No. D-73-238; and by 
virtue of the Act of May 22. 1974, en¬ 
titled “Disaster Relief Act of 1974” (88 
Stat. 143); notice is hereby given that 
on June 10. 1974, the President declared 
a major disaster as follows: 

I have determined that the damage in 
certain areas of the State of Illinois re¬ 
sulting from heavy rains and flooding be¬ 
ginning about May 17, 1974, is of sufficient 
severity and magnitude to warrant a major 
disaster declaration under Public Law 93- 
288. I therefore declare that such a major 
disaster exists in the State of Illinois. You 
are to determine the specific areas within 
the State eligible for Federal assistance 
under this declaration. 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development 
under Executive Order 11749, and dele¬ 
gated to me by the Secretary under De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment Delegation of Authority, Docket 
No. D-73-238, I hereby appoint Mr. 
Robert E. Connor, HUD Region 5, to act 
as the Federal Coordinating Officer for 
this declared major disaster. 

1 do hereby determine the following 
areas in the State of Illinois to have 
been adversely affected by this declared 
major disaster: 


The counties of: 
Adams 
Brown 
Bureau 
Carroll 
Clark 
Coles 

Cumberland 

Bdgar 
Hancock 
Jo Daviess 
La Salle 


Lee 

Logan 

McHenry 

Macon 

Mercer 

Pike 

Rock Island 

Sangamon 

Stephenson 

Whiteside 

Winnebago 


v-^3 s^dr* has been designated 


as 


Dated: June 10,1974. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
No. 14.701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Thomas P. Dunne, 
Administrator, Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration. 
[FR Doc.74-13910 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. NFD-207; FDAA—442- DR ] 

KANSAS 

Notice of Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment by the President under Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 11749 of December 10, 
1973, and delegated to me by the Sec¬ 
retary under Department of Housing 
and Urban Development Delegation of 
Authority, Docket No. D-73-238; and by 
virtue of the Act of May 22, 1974, en¬ 
titled “Disaster Relief Act of 1974“ (88 
Stat. 143); notice is hereby given that on 
June 10, 1974, the President declared 
a major disaster as follows: 

I have determined that the damage in 
certain areas of the State of Kansas re¬ 
sulting from severe storms and flooding be¬ 
ginning about June 7, 1974, Is of sufficient 
severity and magnitude to warrant a major 
disaster declaration under Public Law 93-288. 
I therefore declare that such a major disaster 
exists in the State of Kansas. You are to 
determine the specific areas within the State 
eligible for Federal assistance under this 
declaration. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development 
under Executive Order 11749, and dele¬ 
gated to me by the Secretary under De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment Delegation of Authority, Docket 
No. D-73-238, I hereby appoint Mr. 
Francis X. Tobin, HUD Region 7, to act 
as the Federal Coordinating Officer for 
this declared major disaster. 

I do hereby determine the following 
area in the State of Kansas to have been 
adversely affected by this declared major 
disaster: 

The county of: Lyon. 

This disaster has been designated as 
FDAA-442-DR. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
No. 14.701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Dated: June 10.1974. 

Thomas P. Dunne. 

Administrator , Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration. 
(FR Doc.74-13909 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. NFD-204; FDA A-440-DR] 

MINNESOTA 

Notice of Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 


opment by the President under Executive 
Order 11749 of December 10, 1973, and 
delegated to me by the Secretary under 
Department of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment Delegation of Authority. 
Docket No. D-73-238; and by virtue of 
the Act of May 22, 1974, entitled “Dis¬ 
aster Relief Act of 1974“ (88 Stat. 143); 
notice is hereby given that on June 10, 
1974, the President declared a major dis¬ 
aster as follows: 

I have determined that the damage in cer¬ 
tain areas of the State of Minnesota result¬ 
ing from heavy rains and flooding beginning 
about April 10, 1974, Is of sufficient severity 
and magnitude to warrant a major disaster 
declaration under Public Law 93-288.1 there¬ 
fore declare that such a major disaster exists 
in the State of Minnesota. You are to deter¬ 
mine the specific areas within the State 
eligible for Federal assistance under this 
declaration. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to 
the authority vested in the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development under 
Executive Order 11749, and delegated to 
me by the Secretary under Department 
of Housing and Urban Development 
Delegation of Authority, Docket No. D- 
73-238, I hereby appoint Mr. Robert 
E. Connor, HUD Region 5, to act as the 
Federal Coordinating Officer for this de¬ 
clared major disaster. 

I do hereby determine the following 
areas In the State of Minnesota to have 
been adversely affected by this declared 
major disaster: 

The counties of: 

Kittson Red Lake 

Marshall Roseau 

Norman 

This disaster has been designated as 
FDA A-440-DR. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
14.701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Dated: June 10,1974. 

Thomas P. Dunne, 
Administrator, Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration. 

[FR Doc.74-13906 Filed 6-17-74,8:45 am) 


[Docket No. NFD-205: FDAA-439~DR| 

MISSOURI 

Notice of Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment by the President under Execu¬ 
tive Order 11749 of December 10. 1973: 
and delegated to me by the Secretary 
under Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Delegation of Authority. 
Docket No. D-73-238; and by virtue of 
the Act of May 22, 1974, entitled “Dis¬ 
aster Relief Act of 1974“ (88 Stat. 143); 
notice is hereby given that on June 10. 
1974, the President declared a major 
disaster as follows: 

I have determined that the damage in cer¬ 
tain areas of the State of Missouri resulting 
from severe storms and flooding beginning 
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about May 17. 1974. Is of sufficient severity 
and magnitude to warrant a major disaster 
declaration under Public Law 93-288.1 there¬ 
fore declare that such a major disaster exists 
in the State of Missouri. You are to deter¬ 
mine the specific areas within the State eli¬ 
gible for Federal assistance under this 
declaration. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to 
the authority vested in the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development 
under Executive Order 11749, and dele¬ 
gated to me by the Secretary under De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment Delegation of Authority. Docket 
No. D-73-238, I hereby appoint Mr. 
Francis X. Tobin, HUD Region 7. to act 
as the Federal Coordinating Officer for 
this declared major disaster. 

I do hereby determine the following 
areas in the State of Missouri to have 
been adversely affected by this declared 
major disaster: 

The counties of: 

Adair 
Andrew 
Atchison 
Buchanan 
Caldwell 
CarroU 
Clay 

Tills disaster has 
FDAA-439-DR. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 

14.701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Dated: June 10, 1974. 

Thomas P. Dunne. 

Administrator, Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration. 

[FR Doc.74-13907 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 amj 

(Docket No. NFD-202; FDAA-441 -DRJ 

OKLAHOMA 

Notice of Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment by the President under Execu¬ 
tive Order 11749 of December 10, 1973, 
and delegated to me by the Secretary 
under Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Delegation of Authority, 
Docket No. D-73-238: and by virtue of 
the Act of May 22, 1974, entitled “Dis¬ 
aster Relief Act of 1974“ (88 Stat. 143); 
notice is hereby given that on June 10, 
1974, the President declared a major dis¬ 
aster as follows: 

I have determined that the damage In 
certain areas of the State of Oklahoma 
resulting from severe storms and flooding 
beginning about June 7, 1974, is of sufficient 
severity and magnitude to warrant a major 
disaster declaration under Public Law 93- 
288. I therefore declare that such a major 
disaster exists in the State of Oklahoma. 
You are to determine the specific areas 
within the State eUglble for Federal assist¬ 
ance under this declaration. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development 
under Executive Order 11749, and dele¬ 
gated to me by the Secretary under De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment Delegation of Authority, 


Docket No. D-73-238, I hereby appoint 
Mr. Joe D. Winkle, HUD Region 6, to act 
as the Federal Coordinating Officer for 
tills declared major disaster. 

I do hereby determine the following 
areas in the State of Oklahoma to have 
been adversely affected by this declared 
major disaster: 

The Counties of: 

Adair Mayes 

Creek Oklahoma 

Lincoln Rogers 

Logan Tulsa 

This disaster has been designated as 
FDAA-441-DR. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 

14.701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Dated: June 10,1974. 

Thomas P. Dunne, 
Administrator , Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration. 
(FR Doc.74-13904 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am( 


(Docket No. NFD-203; FDAA-441-DRJ 

OKLAHOMA 

Amendment to Notice of Major Disaster 

Notice of Major Disaster for the State 
of Oklahoma, dated June 10, 1974, is 
hereby amended to include the follow¬ 
ing counties among those counties de¬ 
termined to have been adversely affected 
by the catastrophe declared a major dis¬ 
aster by the President in his declaration 
of June 10,1974: 

The counties of: 

Craig Payne 

Osage 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 

14.701, Disaster Assistance.) 

Dated: June 12,1974. 

Thomas P. Dunne, 
Administrator . Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration. 
(FR Doc.74-13905 Filed 8-17-74:8:45 amj 


ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION BARRIERS COMPLIANCE 
BOARD 

NOTICE OF HEARINGS 

The Architectural and Transporta¬ 
tion Barriers Compliance Board will 
conduct a public hearing on Thursday, 
June 20, 1974, from 9:00 ajn. to 5:00 
p.m. and on Friday, June 21, 1974, from 
8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., in Bay Rooms 
A, B. and C, at the Travelodge-on-the- 
Wharf, 250 Beach Street, San Francisco, 
California. The Board was established 
by Section 502 of the Rehabilitation Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-112) and is com¬ 
posed of representatives of the Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
the General Services Administration, the 
Department of Defense, the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, the 
Veterans Administration, the U.S. Post 
Office, the Department of the Interior, 
the Department of Transportation and 
the Department of Labor. Its function 
Is to insure compliance with Federal 
standards on accessibility under Pub. L. 
90-480, the Architectural Barriers Act of 


1968, as amended, and to investigate and 
examine alternative approaches to archi¬ 
tectural, transportation and attitudinal 
barriers confronting handicapped indi¬ 
viduals. At the public hearing, testi¬ 
mony will be presented to the Board on 
the degree to which structures and space 
in the San Francisco area comply with 
Public Law 90-480. Further informa¬ 
tion about these meetings may be ob¬ 
tained from Dale Williamson, Rehabili¬ 
tation Services Adm inistration Repre¬ 
sentative of DHEW, Region X, San 
Francisco (415-566-0251). 

Dated: June 14, 1974. 

Stanley B. Thomas, Jr., 
Acting Chairman, Architec¬ 
tural and Transportation 
Barriers Compliance Board. 

(FR Doc.74-14002 Filed 8-17-74:8:45 ami 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

(Docket Nos. 50-327. 50-328 \ 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 
Notice and Order for Prehearing Conference 

In the matter of Tennessee Valley 
Authority (Sequoyah Nuclear Plant. 
Units 1 and 2). 

Take notice that the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board will hold a pre- 
hearing conference in this proceeding on 
July 1, 1974, at 9 a.m., local time, at the 
U.S. Post Office and Courthouse, Ninth 
and Georgia Avenues, Room 355, Chat¬ 
tanooga, Tennessee. The purposes of this 
prehearing conference are to: (1) Per¬ 
mit identification of the key issues in the 
proceeding; (2) take any steps neces¬ 
sary for further identification of the is¬ 
sues: and (3) establish a schedule for 
further actions in the proceeding. In 
addition to the purposes specified above, 
the prehearing conference will also deal 
with such of the matters stated in 
§ 2.752 of the Commission’s rules of 
practice (10 CFR 2.752) as may be 
appropriate. 

Members of the public may attend this 
prehearing conference as well as the evi¬ 
dentiary hearing which will be held at a 
later time to be fixed by the Board. How¬ 
ever, members of the public who may 
wish to participate in the hearing by 
way of limited appearances will not be 
permitted to do so at the prehearing con¬ 
ference. Oral or written statements of¬ 
fered by way of limited appearances will 
be received by the Board at the time 
of the aforementioned evidentiary hear¬ 
ing. 

It is ordered that the parties or their 
representatives shall conduct such in¬ 
formal conferences as may be practicable 
to expedite the proceeding and in par¬ 
ticular to advance the purposes of the 
prehearing conference. 

It is so ordered. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 12th 
day of June, 1974. 

Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board, 
Edward Luton, 

Chairman. 

(FR Doc.74-13922 Filed G-17-74;8:45 am] 
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[Docket Nos. 50-434, 50-4351 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO. 
Notice of Schedule for Evidentiary Hearing 

In the matter of Virginia Electric and 
Power Company (Surry Power Station, 
Units 3 and 4). 

A public hearing in the above proceed¬ 
ing will begin at 10 a.m., local time, on 
Tuesday, July 9, 1974, in the Circuit 
Courtroom, Surry County Courthouse, 
in Surry, Virginia. 

This first session of the hearing will 
cover environmental and site suitability 
matters. At a subsequent session health 
and safety matters will be covered. 

Time will be reserved on Tuesday, 
July 9, 1974, for members of the public 
who desire to make limited appearances. 

It is so ordered. 

Dated at: Bethesda, Md., this 13th day 
of June 1974. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 

Board. 

James R. Yore, 

Chairman. 

[FR Doc.74-13923 Piled 6-17-74:8:45 am) 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 25513; CAB. 24397; 

Order 74-5-146] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 
Passenger Fares Increases 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-13000 appearing at page 
20098 in the issue for Thursday, June 6, 
1974, the last line of the third paragraph 
should read as follows: ‘•Conference 1 
(Western Hemisphere) .** 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTA¬ 
TION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 
TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 
Bilateral Discussions 

The Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements, as announced in 
its Federal Register notice of April 12, 
1974, solicits comments on United States 
Government actions implementing the 
GATT Arrangement Regarding Inter¬ 
national Trade in Textiles hereafter re¬ 
ferred to as the Arrangement. In the 
April 12 notice the Committee announced 
that in the following 12 months bilateral 
discussions would be held to bring 
United States textile and apparel agree¬ 
ments into conformity with the Arrange¬ 
ment, and negotiations could be held to 
renew existing agreements or to reach 
^agreements. The notice invited the 
Public to submit views or provide data 
or information on any or on all these 
agreements, the treatment of any prod¬ 
uct under them or any other aspect of 
l he agreements. 

c °mmittee presently anticipates 
nat in the immediate future bilateral 
mscussions will be held between the Gov¬ 
ernment of the United States and the 
governments of Pakistan and the Re¬ 
public of China. The Committee also an¬ 


ticipates that shortly thereafter bilateral 
discussions will be held between the 
Government of the United States and the 
Governments of Japan, Malaysia and the 
Republic of Korea. Any party wishing to 
express a view or provide data or infor¬ 
mation with regard to the treatment of 
any product under these agreements and 
any other aspect thereof, or with respect 
to imports of other textile products from 
these countries, is invited to submit such 
in ten copies to Mr. Seth M. Bodner, 
Chairman of the Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements and 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Commerce, 14th and Con¬ 
stitution Avenue, NW., Room 3826, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. To enable 
timely consideration, comments concern¬ 
ing textile product imports from Paki¬ 
stan and the Republic of China should 
be submitted at the earliest date possible. 
Comments on the other bilateral textile 
discussions announced herein should be 
received by June 30, 1974. Comments re¬ 
ceived after June 30, 1974 will be taken 
into consideration to the extent pos¬ 
sible consistent with the schedule of 
discussions. 

Views, data or information submitted 
under this procedure will be available 
for public inspection at the Central 
Reference and Records Inspection Facil¬ 
ity, U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th 
and Constitution Avenue, NW., Room 
7043, Washington, D.C. 20230 and may 
be obtained upon written request pur¬ 
suant to the Freedom of Information Act 
(5 U.S.C. Section 522) and the regula¬ 
tions of the Department of Commerce 
(15 CFR Part 4). Whenever practicable, 
public comment may be invited concern¬ 
ing views, comments or information 
received from the public which the Com¬ 
mittee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements considers appropriate for 
further consideration. 

The solicitation of comments on any 
negotiation, consultation, market dis¬ 
ruption or any other matter pursuant to 
this notice is not a waiver in any respect 
of the exemption contained in 5 USC 
Sections 553(a) (1) and 554(a) (4) of the 
Administrative Procedure Act. relating 
to matters which constitute “a foreign 
affairs function of the United States.” 

Seth M. Bodner, 
Chairman , Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance. 

(PR Doc.74-14014 Piled 6-17-74:8:46 am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

l OPP-32000/68 ] 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considered in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency published in 


the Federal Register (38 FR 31862) its 
interim policy with respect to the ad¬ 
ministration of section 3(c)(1)(D) of 
the Federal Insec ticide , Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended 
(86 Stat. 979), and its procedures for 
implementation. This policy provides 
that EPA will, upon receipt of every ap¬ 
plication, publish in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter a notice containing the information 
shown below. The labeling furnished by 
the applicant w T ilI be available for exami¬ 
nation at the Environmental Protection 
Agency, Room EB-37, East Tower, 401 
M Street. SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

On or before August 19, 1974, any per¬ 
son who (a) is or has been an applicant, 
(b) desires to assert a claim for com¬ 
pensation under section 3(c)(1)(D) 
against another applicant proposing to 
use supportive data previously submitted 
and approved, and (c) wishes to pre¬ 
serve his opportunity for determination 
of reasonable compensation by the Ad¬ 
ministrator must notify the Administra¬ 
tor and the applicant named in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of his claim by certified 
mail. Every such claimant must include, 
at a minimum, the information listed 
in this interim policy published on No¬ 
vember 19,1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2 (b) of the interim policy in regard to 
usage of existing supportive data for reg¬ 
istration will be processed in accordance 
with existing procedures. Applications 
submitted under 2(c) will be held for 
the 60-day period before commencing 
processing. If claims are not received, the 
application will be processed in normal 
procedure. However, if claims are re¬ 
ceived within 60 days, the applicants 
against whom the particular claims are 
asserted will be advised of the alterna¬ 
tives available under the Act. No claims 
will be accepted for possible EPA ad¬ 
judication which are received after Au¬ 
gust 19, 1974. 

Applications Received 

EPA Pile Symbol 32690-E. Bio-Chemical. Inc., 
1353 Ellsworth Industrial Dr., NW, Atlanta. 
Georgia 30318. Phenolic Disinfectant. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Isopropyl Alcohol 
10.00%; sodium O-phenylphenate 3.95 %; 
sodium 4 - chloro-2-cyclopentylphenate 
3.89%; sodium dodecylbenzene sulfonate 
2.90%; Tetrasodium ethylene diamine 
tetraacetate 0.20%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 32690-G. Bio-Chemical, 
Inc., 1353 Ellsworth Industrial Dr., NW. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30318. Pine Odor Disin¬ 
fectant . Active Ingredient: Isopropyl Al¬ 
cohol 20.00%; Pine OU 10.00%; Soap 
10.00 %; ortho-benzyl -para-chlorophenol 

3.00%; TetrasodUim ethylene diamine tet¬ 
raacetate 0.20%. Method of Support : Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 11652-2. Brown Pharmaceutical 
Co.. Inc., 2500 West 6th Street. Los Angeles. 
California 90057. Heliogen (Powder) Di- 
Atomic Iodine Sanitizer. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Potassium Iodine 27%; Chloramine 
T 20%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(a) of Interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 3126-213. Chemagro Corpora¬ 
tion, P.O. Box 4913, Kansas City, Missouri 
64120. Dasanit 15% Granular Insecticide - 
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Nematicide (Use on commercial grasses and 
corn). Active Ingredients: 0,0-DietbyI O- 
1 p - (methyl -suffinyl) phenyl 1 pliosphoro- 
thloate 15%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 15567-0. Creative Chemi¬ 
cals, Inc.. 3 Church Street, Palmer, Massa¬ 
chusetts 01069. Creative Disinfectant 
Cleaner. Active Ingredients: Didecyl dim¬ 
ethyl ammonium chloride 4.5%; Tetra- 
sodium ethylenedlamine tetraacetate 2.0%; 
Sodium carbonate 1.0%; Sodium metasili¬ 
cate. anhydrous 0.5%, Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 270-01. Earn am Companies, 
Inc., P.O. Box 2151. Phoenix. Arizona 85001. 
Farnam SXSO Pheromone Bait Fly Killer. 
Active Ingredients: 2,2-dicblorovinyl 

dimethyl phosphate 0.47%; Related Com¬ 
pounds 0.03% (Z)-9-tricosene 0.045%; 

related compounds 0.005%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 34094-R. J & B Enterprises, 
Inc., P.O. Box 342, Helena, Alabama 35080. 
Aquacell. Active Ingredient*: Sodium hypo¬ 
chlorite 5.25%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 3837-UN. Lubar Company, 
1708 Campbell. Kansas City. Missouri 64108. 
501 L For Control of Bacteria and Fungi 
In Industrial Applications. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Sodium Pentachlorophenate 79%; 
Sodium Salts of Other Chlorophenols 11%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 72-478. Miller Chemical & 
Fertilizer Co.. Box 333, Hanover, Penn¬ 
sylvania 17331. Miller Weed Free. Active 
Ingredients: Dimethyl ester of tetrachloro- 
terephtholic acid 5%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 5967-RGE. Moyer Chemical 
Company, 1310 Ba 3 *shore Highway, P.O. Box 
945. San Jose, California 95108. Malathion 
Dust No. 4. Active Ingredients: Malathion 
4.0%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 5136-RN. Panther Chemical 
Co.. Inc.. 600-700 North Beach Street, Fort 
Worth, Texas 76101. Panco 633. Active In¬ 
gredients: PolyIoxyethyIene(dimethyliml- 
nio) ethylene (dimethyilminio) ethylene 

dichloride 1 10.0%, Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 10663-RI. Sentry Chemical 
Company, 1481 Rock Mountain Blvd., Stone 
Mountain, Georgia 30083. SL-88 Slimicidef 
Algaecide For Industrial Re-Circulating 
Water Cooling Systems. Active Ingredients: 
Calcium Hypochlorite 5.00%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of iterim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34371-R. Teoc, Inc.. P.O. 
513, Westwego, Louisiana 70094. San-O- 
Terg $9. Active Ingredients: Alkyl (60% 
C14, 30% C16. 5% C12, 5% C18) Dimethyl 
Benzyl Ammonium Chlorides 1.28%; Alkyl 
(68% C12. 32% C14) Dimethyl Ethylbenzyl 
Ammonium Chlorides 1-28%; Sodium car¬ 
bonate 2.00%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 1023-23. Tuco Products Com¬ 
pany. 7171 Portgage Road. Kalamazoo, 
Michigan 49001. Tuco Enide 50W Diphena - 
mid Selective Preemergence Herbicide. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Diphenamid (N,N-Di- 
methyl-2.2-dlphenylacetamide) 50%. 

Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9782-GI. Woodbury Chemi¬ 
cal Company of Homestead, P.O. Box 4319, 
Princeton, Florida 33030. Pyre-Sin Roach 
Spray Concentrate Liquid Insecticide. Ac¬ 


tive Ingredients: Pyrethrins 1.0%: Piper - 
onyl Butoxide 10.0%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 9782-GO. Woodbury Chemi¬ 
cal Company of Homestead, P.O. Box 4319, 
Princeton. Florida 33030. Pyrethrins 2.5 
Extract Liquid Insecticide. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Pyrethrins 2.5%; Petroleum Hydro¬ 
carbons 97.5%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9782-GT. Woodbury Chemi¬ 
cal Company of Homestead. P.O. Box 4319, 
Princeton, Florida 33030. Zinc Phosphide 
Rat Bait. Active Ingredients: Zinc Phos¬ 
phide 1%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

Republished Item 

The following item represents a cor¬ 
rection and/or change in the list of Appli¬ 
cations Received previously published in 
the Federal Register of May 22, 1974 
(39 FR 17997), 

EPA File Symbol 5748-UE. Household Prod¬ 
ucts Division, Conwood Corporation. P.O. 
Box 217, Memphis, Tennessee 38101. Hot 
Shot Improved Fly and Mosquito Insect 
Killer. Active Ingredient*: • • • N-Octyl 
Blcycloheptene Dlcarboxlmlde 0.33%. Cor¬ 
rection: Originally published as N-Octyl 
Bicycloheptene Dlscarboxlmldc. 

Dated: June 7, 1974. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 
(FR Doc.74-13592 Filed 6-I7-74;8:45 am] 


BATTRONIC TRUCK CORPORATION, DIVI¬ 
SION OF BOYERTOWN AUTO BODY 
WORKS 

Notice of Receipt of Application for Certifi¬ 
cation of Low Emission Vehicles and 
Notice of Low Emission Vehicle Deter¬ 
mination 

On November 2, 1973 the Adminis¬ 
trator received an application from the 
Battronlcs Division of the Boyertown 
Auto Body Works to have six battery 
powered vehicles certified for Federal 
procurement as low emission vehicles 
under section 212 of the Clean Air Act. 
The Administrator has transmitted the 
application to the Low Emission Vehicle 
Certification Board. 

As provided in section 212, the Admin¬ 
istrator is required to determine whether 
the vehicles are low emission vehicles. 
The basis for this determination is that 
the vehicles meet the emission standards 
and other criteria set forth in 40 CFR 
85.1602. In making this determination, 
the Administrator has considered only 
the amounts of emissions from the vehi¬ 
cles themselves, since section 212 does 
not authorize him to consider pollutant 
emissions from powerplants resulting 
from the generation of electricity to 
power these vehicles. 

Because these vehicles are powered by 
a propulsion system which meets appli¬ 
cable emission standards without ex¬ 
haust emission devices external to the 
engine, the Administrator recommends 
to the Low Emission Vehicle Certification 
Board that the vehicles be considered 
“inherently low-polluting vehicles** as 
defined in 40 CFR 85.1601(a)(2), The 


Board must determine, within 180 days, 
whether these vehicles are suitable for 
purchase by the Federal Government in 
accordance with the criteria specified in 
section 212(d)(1) of the Clean Air Act. 

A copy of the application for certifica¬ 
tion is available for inspection in the 
Public Docket at the Office of Public 
Affairs, Room 329, Waterside Mall 
West Tower, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington. 
D.C. 20460. Interested persons who wish 
to comment on the determination of suit¬ 
ability for purchase of the vehicle by the 
Federal Government may submit com¬ 
ments (in quadruplicate) to the Adminis¬ 
trator. Environmental Protection Agency. 
Attention: Office of Mobile Source Air 
Pollution Control. Office of Air and Waste 
Management. 41 M Street SW., Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20460. All relevant comments 
received on or before July 18, 1974, will 
be considered by the Low Emission Vehi¬ 
cle Certification Board. 

Tills notice is issued pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 212 of the Clean Air Act, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 1857f-6e). 

Dated: June 13.1974. 

John Quarles. 

Acting Administrator. 

[FR Doc.74-13988 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 20075; File No. BP-19137] 

COSMOPOLITAN ENTERPRISES, INC. 

Application for Construction Permit 

1. The Commission has for considera¬ 
tion: (a) a permit (BP-16347) issued in 
1969, after hearing, which authorized 
the construction of a new AM station 
in Edna, Texas (1130 kHz, 10 kW, DA- 
D), by Cosmopolitan Enterprises, Inc. 
(Cosmopolitan); (b) a license applica¬ 
tion filed September 2, 1971, by Cos¬ 
mopolitan to cover said construction 
permit; (c) a special temporary author¬ 
ization (STA) granted September 15, 
1971, to operate with a power of five 
kilowatts in lieu of 10 kilowatts pend¬ 
ing submission of an application for 
modification of the outstanding con¬ 
struction permit to reduce authorized 
power to five kilowatts; (d) a responsive 
application for construction permit filed 
December 2. 1971, with companion re¬ 
quest for waiver of section 1.571 of the 
Commission rules to allow for the ac¬ 
ceptance and grant of said application as 
one for ‘‘minor change;** (e) a petition 
to deny filed December 23, 1971, by In¬ 
ternational Broadcasting Corporation 
(KWKH), licensee of co-channel radio 
station KWKH, Shreveport, Louisiana, 
directed against Cosmopolitan’s con¬ 
struction permit application of Decem¬ 
ber 2. 1971; and (f) an investigation 
into the affairs of station KWBY con¬ 
ducted in June of 1972. 

2. Cosmopolitan completed construc¬ 
tion of KWBY in September 1971. but 
was unable to prove in the three-tower 
directional antenna system at the au¬ 
thorized power (10 kW). It then tendered 
the above-captioned application to moa- 
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ify the outstanding construction permit 
by reducing the authorized power to five 
kilowatts. In its petition KWKH claims 
that even at five kilowatts, the KWBY 
array cannot be adjusted and maintained 
to prevent interference to KWKH. Our 
study indicates that, on a theoretical 
basis, the proposed operation will in¬ 
volve no overlap (as defined in section 
73.37 of the rules) of pertinent contours 
with any existing station or pending 
application. In addition, we find that 
the proposed operation complies with 
section 73.187 of the rules with respect 
to radiation permitted toward the 
KWKH 0.1 mV/m contour during critical 
hours. However, to afford the necessary 
protection, KWBY must suppress radi¬ 
ation to critically low* values in the di¬ 
rection of station KWKH. It follows 
that a minor variation in the operat¬ 
ing parameters of this proposal would 
cause the proposed MEOV’s to be ex¬ 
ceeded. Since our studies of the present 
proposal indicate that protection to 
KWKH is critical, and in view of the 
degree of signal suppression proposed, 
we feel that a substantial question exists 
as to whether KWBY will be able to 
maintain the pattern within authorized 
limits, and whether adequate protection 
will be afforded to KWKH. Consequently, 
KWKH will be made a party to this 
proceeding. 

3. Pending outcome of a hearing to 
determine whether the five-kilowatt 
proposal will. In fact, protect KWKH, 
KWKH requests that the Commission 
order KWBY to reduce its interim STA 
power to 100 watts nondirectional or 
500 watts directional. However, the engi¬ 
neering exhibits submitted by KWKH 
only establish that 44 * * • a serious ques¬ 
tion remains as to whether the facility 
can be operated and maintained with 
five kilowatts of pow T er while restricting 
radiation to the required degree.” On 
the basis of our preliminary determina¬ 
tion that KWBY’s present five-kilowatt 
STA operation is not causing interfer¬ 
ence to KWKH, and KWKH’s failure 
Jo rebut this determination, we would not 
he justified in ordering a further in¬ 
terim power reduction. Finally, since the 
five-kilowatt proposal involves no new 
Physical construction, no new channel 
study, and no increase in radiation over 
Previously authorized values, it will be 
considered as a “minor change” proposal. 

4. Matters coming to our attention over 
Jhe past several years, including infor- 
juation obtained in our 1972 investiga¬ 
tion into the affairs of KWBY. raise 
serious questions as to whether the ap¬ 
plicant possesses the requisite qualifica¬ 
tions to remain a permittee or to be¬ 
come a licensee of the Commission. In 
K thes e questions, we are unable 
J? that a grant of the above-cap- 

cons truction permit application 
ouiu serve the public interest, conveni¬ 
ence and necessity, and must, therefore, 
csignate the application for hearing. 

. Accor dlngly, it is ordered, That the 
Provisions of § 1.571 of the Commission’s 
es are waived, and the above-cap- 
ioned application for construction per- 
J. accepted for filing as one for 
^or change. 


6 . It is further ordered. That, pursuant 
to section 309(e) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, said applica¬ 
tion is designated for hearing at a time 
and place to be specified in a subsequent 
Order, upon the following issues: 

(a) To determine whether the proposed 
directional antenna system can be adjusted 
and maintained within the proposed values 
of Tadiatlon. 

(b) To determine whether Cosmopolitan 
Enterprises, Inc., ts a legal corporate entity 
under the laws of the State of Texas, and. If 
not, whether it Is qualified to do business In 
the State of Texas. 

(c) To determine whether Cosmopolitan 
Enterprises, Inc., engaged in conduqt de¬ 
signed to obstruct the flow of information to 
the Commission, as evidenced by a promis¬ 
sory note drafted by Cosmopolitan’s officers 
in December of 1971. 

(d) To determine whether Cosmopolitan 
Enterprises, Inc., has, at all times, properly 
maintained a public inspection file in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of $ 1.526 of 
the Commission’s rules. 

(e) To determine the facts and circum¬ 
stances surrounding the execution of a back¬ 
dated stock transfer Instrument dated 
June 80. 1970. 

(f) To determine whether Cosmopolitan 
Enterprises, Inc., has faded to file stock 
transfer agreements within 30 days of their 
execution, in violation of 5 1.613(b)(3) of 
the Commission’s rules. 

(g) To determine whether Cosmopolitan 
Enterprises, Inc., faded to file supplemental 
ownership reports (FCC Form 323) to re¬ 
flect changes in corporate directors within 
30 days, In violation of 5 1.615(c) (2) of the 
Commission’s rules. 

(h) To determine whether Phillip J. Tlbl- 
letti and/or C. E. Ritchey assumed control 
of Cosmopolitan Enterprises, Inc., without 
prior Commission approval in contravention 
of section 310(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

(I) To determine whether Cosmopolitan 
Enterprises, Inc., engaged in misrepresenta¬ 
tion to the Commission or demonstrated a 
lack of candor In statements filed with the 
Commission with respect to Matry Hyak's 
resignation as executive vice president; the 
pendency of an appeal of a Judgment awarded 
In a local court in favor of G. B. Sandlin 
for severance pay; the status of a transmit¬ 
ter modification in September of 1971; and 
the legal existence of Cosmopolitan Enter¬ 
prises. Inc. 

(J) To determine, in light of the evidence 
adduced under the foregoing Issues, whether 
Cosmopolitan Enterprises. Inc., possesses the 
requisite qualifications to remain as a per¬ 
mittee or to become a licensee of the 
Commission. 

(k) To determine, in light of the evidence 
adduced under the foregoing issues, whether 
a grant of the above-captioned application 
for construction permit would serve the pub¬ 
lic interest, convenience, and necessity. 

7. It is further ordered, That if it Is 
determined that the hearing record does 
not warrant an Order denying the above- 
captioned application for construction 
permit, it shall also be determined 
whether Cosmopolitan Enterprises, Inc., 
violated § 310(b) of the Communications 
Act. § 1.613(b)(3), and/or § 1.615(c)(2) 
of the Commission’s rules within one year 
preceding the issuance of the Bill of 
Particulars in this matter. 

8 . It is further ordered , That this doc¬ 
ument constitutes a Notice of Apparent 
Liability for forfeiture for violation of 
section 310(b) of the Communications 
Act and §§ 1.613(b)(3) and 1.615(c)(2) 


of the rules as set out in the preceding 
paragraph. The Commission has deter¬ 
mined that, in every case designated for 
hearing involving violations which come 
within the purview of section 503(b) of 
the Act, it shall, as a matter of course, 
include this forfeiture notice so as to 
maintain the fullest possible flexibility 
of action. Since the procedure is thus a 
routine or standard one. we stress that 
inclusion of this notice is not to be taken 
in any way as indicating what the ini¬ 
tial or final disposition of the case should 
be; that judgment is, of course, to be 
made on the facts of each case. 

9. It is further ordered , That the Chief 
of the Broadcast Bureau is directed to 
serve upon Cosmopolitan Enterprises, 
Inc., within thirty (30) days of the re¬ 
lease of this Order, a Bill of Particulars 
with respect to issues (b) through (i), 
paragraph 6 , supra. 

10. It is further ordered, That the 
Broadcast Bureau proceed with the ini¬ 
tial presentation of the evidence with 
respect to issues (b) through (i), and 
Cosmopolitan Enterprises, Inc., then 
proceed with its evidence and have the 
burden of establishing that it possesses 
the requisite qualifications to remain a 
permittee or become a licensee of the 
Commission and that a grant of its ap¬ 
plication would serve the public interest, 
convenience and necessity. 

11. It is further ordered, That Inter¬ 
national Broadcasting Corporation, li¬ 
censee of station KWKH, Shreveport, 
Louisiana, is made a party to this 
proceeding. 

12. It is further ordered , That the 
petition to deny filed by International 
Broadcasting Corporation, is granted to 
the extent indicated above, and is denied 
in all other respects. 

13. It is further ordered, That the 
STA issue d Sep tember 15,1971, for oper¬ 
ation of KWBY with power reduced to 
five kilowatts in accordance with the 
tentative specifications contained in the 
Commission letter of September 17,1971, 
is reinstated and extended pending final 
outcome of this proceeding. 

14. It is further ordered. That further 
action with respect to the above-cap¬ 
tioned license application will be held in 
abeyance pending final outcome of this 
proceeding. 

15. It is further ordered , That tower 
lighting prescribed in the outstanding 
construction permit (BP-16347) shall be 
maintained pending final outcome of 
this proceeding. 

16. It is further ordered , That, to 
avail itself of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicant, pursuant to 
§ 1.221(c) of the Commission’s rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall, within 
twenty ( 20 ) days of the mailing of this 
Order, file with the Commission, in tripli¬ 
cate. a written appearance stating an in¬ 
tention to appear on the date fixed for 
the hearing and present evidence on the 
issues specified in this Order. 

11, It is further ordered . That the ap¬ 
plicant herein, pursuant to section 
311(a)(2) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and 8 1.594 of the 
Commission’s rules, shall give notice of 
the hearing within the time and in the 
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manner prescribed in such rule and shall 
advise the Commission thereof as re¬ 
quired by § 1.594(g) of the rules. 

Adopted: June 5,1974. 

Released: June 12,1974. 

Federal Communications, 
Commission,' 

[sealI Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-13915 Filed 6-17-74.8:45 ami 


KAYE BROADCASTERS, INC. 

(Docket No. 18929; File No. BR-2682J 

Application for Renewal of License 

In re Application of Kaye Broadcast¬ 
ers, Inc., for renewal of license of Station 
KUPY, U Puyallup, Washington. 

1. This proceeding involves the appli¬ 
cation of KAYE Broadcaster, Inc. (here¬ 
inafter KAYE), for renewal of its l icen se 
for standard broadcast Station KUPY, 
Puyallup, Washington. KAYE’s applica¬ 
tion was designated for hearing on issues 
concerning, inter alia, KAYE’s policies 
and procedures for Fairness Doctrine and 
personal attack matters, its efforts to as¬ 
certain the needs and interests of its 
service area, and the candor and truth¬ 
fulness of its communications with the 
Commission. 25 FCC 2d 96 (1970). In a 
Memorandum Opinion and Order, FCC 
72M-1478, December 4, 1972, Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge Nash terminated the 
hearing and dismissed KAYE’s applica¬ 
tion with prejudice pursuant to Section 
1.568(b) of the Rules which provides, 
inter alia, that failure to prosecute an 
application will be cause for its dismissal. 
In a Memorandum Opinion and Order, 
FCC 74-375, released April 19. 1974, we 
set aside the Judge’s order and remanded 
the proceeding for further hearings . 51 

2. Now before us for consideration are 
two contingent petitions to enlarge issues 
filed April 13 and September 6 , 1973. by 
the Broadcast Bureau. On May 16, 1973, 
KAYE filed a response 8 to the Bureau’s 
first contingent petition which requests 
issues: 

(1) To determine whether KAYE Broad¬ 
casters. Inc. failed to make proper entries in 
the program logs of KAYE In violation of 
S 73.282 of the Commission’s rules. 


3 Commissioner Reid concurring in the re¬ 
sult, Commissioner Quello not participating. 

Effective November 11, 1973, the station’s 
call letters were changed from KAYE to 
KUPY. 

s In that order we also enlarged the issues: 
To determine whether there has been an un¬ 
authorized relinquishment of control of 
KAYE Broadcasters, Inc. and whether Carl 
H. Lambert is exercising de facto control of 
the licensee without proper authorization of 
this Commission. 

• KAYE, citing the Bureau’s pleading in 
Royal Broadcasting Company, Inc. (Docket 
No. 16676), argues that since the Bureau’s 
petition is contingent, it should be dismissed. 
Royal Broadcasting is not applicable here, 
however, since the petitioner in that case was 
willing to dismiss its petition if the Commis¬ 
sion denied a simUar petition lodged against 
It, while the present petitions are contingent 
only in the sense that they would have be¬ 
come moot if the Judge's dismissal order had 
been sustained. 


(2) To determine whether the broadcast by 
KAYE Broadcasters, Inc. of program length 
commercials promoting “Shaklee” products 
violates Commission policy. 

(3) To determine whether KAYE Broad¬ 
casters, Inc. has used the facilities of its 
station to serve the private interests of its 
principals and to raise funds for their sup¬ 
port rather than to serve the community 
generally and to serve impartially all the 
various groups which make up the com¬ 
munity. 

(4) To determine whether there have been 
unauthorized transfers of control of KAYE 
Broadcasters, Inc. without prior Commission 
approval in violation of Section 310(b) of 
the Communications Act. 

(5) To determine whether KAYE Broad¬ 
casters. Inc. and/or its principals misrepre¬ 
sented facts or were lacking in candor in 
applications and reports filed with the Com¬ 
mission. 

(6) To determine whether KAYE Broad¬ 
casters, Inc. failed to comply with the pro¬ 
visions of Section 1.615 of the Commission’s 
rules. 1 

On October 1,1973, KAYE filed a motion 
to dismiss the Bureau’s second petition 
which requested an issue: 

To determine whether KAYE Broadcasters. 
Inc. has made and/or solicited or encouraged 
others to make ex parte presentations in 
violation of §5 1.1221 and 1.1225 of the Com¬ 
missions Rules. 3 * 5 

3. Requested issues (1) (logging viola¬ 
tions), ( 2 ) (broadcast of program length 
commercials), and (3) (use of KAYE’s 
facilities for the private interest of its 
principals) evolved out of KAYE’s fund 
raising activities. Attached to the Bu¬ 
reau’s first petition is a transcript of a 
KAYE broadcast on March 5,1973, which 
is devoted almost exclusively to the pro¬ 
motion of Shaklee products (soap and 
other home use items) and distributor¬ 
ships. In a letter, dated March 15, 1973, 
James Nicholls, who was a distributor of 
Shaklee products as well as a principal 
of KAYE, advised the Commission that 
on March 5, 1973, KAYE had in fact 
broadcast a 9 hour marathon devoted to 
promoting the sale of Shaklee products." 


« Other pleadings concerning the first peti¬ 
tion which are under consideration here 
include: (1) comments filed April 30,1973, by 
the Puget Sound Committee for Good Broad¬ 
casting (PSC), (2) a reply filed May 31. 1973, 
by the Bureau, (3) a further response and 
a motion to accept that response filed June 
18. 1973, by KAYE, (4) an opposition to 
KAYE's motion filed June 27. 1973. by the 
Bureau, and (5) KAYE’s reply to the opposi¬ 
tion. filed July 3. 1973. Since the matters 
discussed in KAYE’s further response could 
have been raised in its earlier pleading, since 
they go to the weight rather than to the 
truthfulness of the Bureau’s allegations, and 
since KAYE has not otherwise shown good 
cause for its request to file the additional 
pleading, we shall deny its motion to accept 
that pleading. See D. H. Overmeyer Com¬ 
munications Co., 4 FCC 2d 496 (1966); Sup¬ 
plemental Pleadings Before the Review 
Board, 40 FCC 2d 1026 (1972); and KFPW 
Broadcasting Company, 33 FCC 2d 310 (1973). 

5 Other pleadings relating to the second 
contingent petition which are under con¬ 
sideration here Include an opposition to the 
motion to dismiss filed October 11, 1973, by 
the Bureau and a reply filed October 24, 
1973. by KAYE. 

•The purpose of the promotion was to 
raise funds for the prosecution of KAYE’s 
application. 


From an examination of KAYE’s logs 
as they were prepared at that time, it 
appears that the marathon was improp¬ 
erly logged, since the logs contained 
only entries for 60 second commercials. 

4. In a Public Notice, 39 FCC 2d 1062, 
released February 22, 1973, sent to all 
broadcast licensees, we held that, where 
program content is so interweaved with 
commercial messages that the entire 
program must be considered commercial, 
all of such programming—all 9 hours on 
March 5 —must be logged as commercial. 
We also stated that such broadcasts were 
considered by the Commission to be “a 
serious dereliction of duty on the part of 
the licensee.” KAYE asserts that the al¬ 
leged logging violations were innocent, 
that it was unaware of our February 22 
Public Notice, and that it requested rul¬ 
ings on how to log the marathon. We 
find, however, that KAYE's explanation 
is of questionable value since it did not 
request a Commission ruling until after 
it had violated the policy and after the 
Bureau had examined its logs. More¬ 
over, a ruling on how to log the program¬ 
ming should have been unnecessary even 
if KAYE did not receive the Public No¬ 
tice, since the Public Notice merely sum¬ 
marized our clear and unambiguous pub¬ 
lic policy which had been spelled out in 
prior rulings, including: Topper Cor¬ 
poration, 21 FCC 2d 148 (1969): Amer¬ 
ican Broadcasting Companies, Inc., 23 
FCC 2d 132 (1970): American Broadcast¬ 
ing Companies, Inc., 23 FCC 2d 134 
(1970); Columbus Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany. Inc., (WRBL-TV), 25 FCC 2d 56, 
18 RR 2d 684 (1970); Multimedia. Ina 
(WBIR-TV), 25 FCC 2d 59. 18 RR 2a 
687 (1970); KCOP-TV, Inc., 24 FCC 2d 
149, 19 RR 2d 607 (1970); Dena Pictures, 
Inc., 31 FCC 2d 206 (1971); National 
Broadcasting Company, 29 FCC 2d 67 ; 
21 RR 2d 593 (1971); WUAB. Inc., 37 
FCC 2d 748, 26 RR 2d 137 (1972); and 
WFIL, Inc., 38 FCC 2d 411, 25 RR 2d 
1027 (1972). KAYE as a Commission 
licensee is chargeable with knowledge o 
these rulings and it had an obligation to 
comply with our policy against P^p 8 ^ 
length commercials. Letter to Weigei 
Broadcasting Company, 41 FCC 2d 37L 
dated May 23, 1973. 

5. In the Public Notice and the above 
cited rulings w T e also stated that tn 
broadcast of program length cornme • 
cials may raise a question of whether i 
licensee was subordinating programmi s 
in the public interest to his own pn va 
interest. The transcript submitted by w 
Bureau consisted primarily of 8 
tempt by KAYE to sell Shaklee produce 
and distributorships to its listeners. 

a letter written on March 15, Mr. Nicno - 
admitted conducting a marathon to 
Shaklee products, noting 1 
“[tlhroughout the day, on several 
casions” he urged KAYE’s Miners 
purchase Shaklee products. It tnus t {T n 
pears that there is sufficient in ^ ic8 
that KAYE violated our policy to 
rant the requested logging and prog 
length commercial issues. 

6 . KAYE argues that the P^ 
against program length commer 
constitutes censorship and a prior 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 118—TUESDAY, JUNE 18, 1974 









NOTICES 


21071 


straint on free speech prohibited by Sec¬ 
tion 326 of the Communications Act and 
the First Amendment. We do not agree. 
In clarifying our policy on program 
length commercials, we asserted that it 
is not our function to pass upon the de¬ 
sirability or quality of a questioned pro¬ 
gram. Our concern lies where the com¬ 
mercial interest in the program is the 
“dominant purpose'’ and the licensee has 
subordinated the public interest in its 
programming to a point where the pro¬ 
gramming is designed to promote the sale 
of products or services rather than enter¬ 
tain or inform the public. 44 FCC 2d 985 
at 986-988 (1974). Interpreting the pro¬ 
gram length commercial within these 
guidelines does not impinge on the free 
exchange of ideas or free speech and it is 
not censorship in violation of Section 320 
of the Act. 

7. The Bureau also charges that 
KAYE’s use of programming for its fund 
raising efforts is inconsistent with the 
public interest. On the other hand, KAYE 
asserts that such activities have been 
undertaken to support and continue the 
station’s operation. References have been 
made at various points in the record of 
this proceeding to the fact that KAYE 
was engaging in such fund raising efforts, 
but this is the first time that this matter 
has been mentioned in the context of a 
petition to enlarge issues. Without at¬ 
tempting to make any final evaluation of 
KAYE’s fund raising efforts here, we 
have concluded, in view of the tardiness 
of the Bureau’s request and the fact that 
we have already specified an issue con¬ 
cerning KAYE’s program length com¬ 
mercials, that the Bureau’s requested is¬ 
sue (3) is neither necessary nor appro¬ 
priate at this time. 

8 . Requested issues (4) (unauthorized 

transfer of control) and ( 5 ) (candor), 
were premised in part on allegations con¬ 
tained in an FCC Form 316 (application 
lor approval of transfer of control) filed 
hy Hayden Blair as transferee and Henry 
Perozzo as transferor. Although our rec¬ 
ords indicated that Mr. Nicholls was a 
50% owner of KAYE, Messrs. Blair and 
\k T0 ^° in their application that 

trl* ®? alr owned 100 % of the stock in 

In view of the settlement of the 
civil litigation in the Superior Court of 
erce County, Washington, involving 
Jhe ownership of KAYE, in which all par- 
5?. acknowledged the validity of Mr. 
wcholls ownership interest in KAYE, 

* a £ e convinced that there is no longer 
for adding these issues. In that 
rS ation . however, Mr. Blair filed 
statln S that in 1968 he re- 
wgned his position as an officer and di- 
22 * of KAYE and that he subsequently 
th P from further Participation in 

fafiJri 1 rs of the station. Since KAYE 
u eport either 41115 or any sub- 
reonwi Sjkans® 8 in its management as 
S ti„ b l Sectlon 1615 of the Rules, an 
fatting, be added concerning KAYE’s 
o ® *0 comply with Section 1.615. 
KQuarfL « second Petition the Bureau 
alii an , ex parte l5Sue based, inter 

DeannL!Jw tter to former Chairman 
h fr , om Mr ’ Slade Gorton. At- 
mey General ol the State of Washing¬ 


ton, urging a grant of KAYE's renewal 
application. The letter was not served on 
either the Bureau or other parties to this 
proceeding. In a subsequent affidavit, Mi*. 
Gorton asserts: (a) that the letter was 
solicited by Mr. Nicholls, who stated that 
he had received similar letters from other 
public officials, and <b) that Mr. Nicholls 
sent copies of letters from Leonard 
Sawyer, a Washington State Representa¬ 
tive, and Mr. Hal Nielson of the Tacoma 
Civil Service Board to him. Mr. Gorton 
sent those copies to the Bureau’s counsel, 
and they were also attached to the 
Bureau’s pleading. 

10. KAYE argues that there is noth¬ 
ing on the face of the Sawyer and Niel¬ 
son letters to show that they were so¬ 
licited by Mr. Nicholls, and that, 
although the letters are addressed to 
Chairman Burch, the copies do not indi¬ 
cate that they were in fact received by 
the Commission. Standing alone, the 
copies of the Sawyer and Nielson letters 
would not be the basis for an ex parte 
issue. We can, however, take official 
notice from our public correspondence 
file that those letters were received by 
Chairman Burch’s office, and Mr. Gor¬ 
ton’s affidavit establishes that Mr. 
Nicholls had knowledge and copies of the 
letters. Moreover, as previously noted, 
the affidavit also states that Mr. Gorton’s 
letter was in fact solicited by Mr. Nicholls 
in violation of the ex parte rules. 

11. The Bureau’s request is also pre¬ 
mised on a petition urging the grant of 
KAYE’s application solicited by Gil 
Brown, who has been a participant in 
KAYE broadcasts . 7 The petition was 
signed by, inter alia, Terrell Nicholls, who 
was manager of KAYE, and Merlyn 
Nicholls, who is Jim Nicholls* wife and 
was previously an officer of KAYE. The 
petition, which was sent to Chairman 
Burch, was an improper ex parte com¬ 
munication supported by KAYE’s man¬ 
ager and the wife of its owner who had 
been an officer. The petition taken to¬ 
gether with the Gorton letter and other 
communications raises serious questions 
which merit addition of the requested 
ex parte issue.* 

12. KAYE filed a motion to dismiss 
the Bureau's second petition arguing 
that the Bureau was served since it re¬ 
ceived copies of the letters. KAYE also 
urges that the fact that Mr. Nicholls' 
wife and son signed the Brown petition 
refutes the claim that it was solicited by 
KAYE, since if Mr. Nicholls had solicited 
the petition he would not have aroused 


7 The transcript attached to the first peti¬ 
tion shows Gil Brown appeared on KAYE’s 
Shaklee marathon along with Mr. Nicholls 
and the regular announcer, and that he gave 
KAYE’s business number as his own tele¬ 
phone number for his business as a Shaklee 
distributor. 

"Although we Indicated in our recent 
order, FCC 74-875, released April 19, 1974 , 
that further aspects of this proceeding 
should be handled in an expedited manner, 
the presiding Judge has ample authority to 
schedule the procedures on these newly added 
issues in any way consistent with both the 
public interest and KAYE’s right to a full 
and fair hearing. 


suspicion by including his wife and son 
among the petitioners. Both of these ar¬ 
guments, however, ignore the intent of 
our ex parte rules. The rules require serv¬ 
ice on all parties and are not satisfied be¬ 
cause Commission routing of mail hap¬ 
pens to all certain ex parte letters to 
the Bureau’s attention. Indeed, it is in¬ 
cumbent upon all applicants to see that 
communications bearing on the merits of 
a proceeding such as this one are properly 
served on all parties. As to Terrell 
Nicholls. as manager of KAYE his sign¬ 
ing of the petition addressed to Chair¬ 
man Burch was also improper unless 
he took steps to see that all such peti¬ 
tions were properly served on all parties. 
KAYE next charges the Bureau with 
“nitpicking” and “dredging up charges." 
We need only say in response that these 
types of allegations add nothing of sub¬ 
stance to the resolution of the questions 
raised by the pleadings and are highly 
impi*oper, particularly since we have 
found merit to several of the Bureau’s re¬ 
quests. The other matters raised in 
KAYE’s motion have been discussed in 
regard to the merits of the Bureau's re¬ 
quest and need not be further consid¬ 
ered. Since we find the Bureau’s request 
for an ex parte issue to be meritorious, 
KAYE’s motion will be denied. 

13. KAYE finally argues that, if we add 
any of the requested issues, the burden 
of proof should be on the Bureau. Each 
of the new issues, however, involves in¬ 
formation and evidence which is pe¬ 
culiarly within the knowledge and con¬ 
trol of KAYE, and accordingly, the 
burden of proof with respect to the ad¬ 
ditional issues will be on the applicant, 
as it is in all cases unless specified to the 
contrary. 

14. Accordingly, it is ordered, That 
the contingent Petitions to Enlarge Is¬ 
sues, filed April 13 and September 6,1973, 
are granted to the extent indicated 
herein are denied in all other respects. 

15. It is further ordered, That the 
issues designated for hearing are 
enlarged: 

(a) To determine whether KAYE Broad¬ 
casters, Inc. failed to make proper entries in 
the program logs of then Station KAYE in 
violation of § 73.282 of the Commission’s 
rules. 

(b) To determine whether the broadcast 
by KAYE Broadcasters, Inc. of programs pro¬ 
moting “Shaklee” products and distributor¬ 
ships violates Commission policy. 

(c) To determine whether KAYE Broad¬ 
casters. Inc. has failed to comply with the 
provisions of § 1.615 of the Commission’s 
rules. 

(d) To determine whether KAYE Broad¬ 
casters, Inc. has made and/or solicited or 
encouraged others to make ex parte pre¬ 
sentations in violation of §§ 1.1221 and 1.1225 
of the Commission's rules. 

16. It Is further ordered, That orig¬ 
inally specified issue (7) is modified to 
read as follows: 

To determine, in light of the evidence ad¬ 
duced under all of the issues, whether the 
licensee possesses the requisite qualifications 
to remain a Commission licensee, and 
whether the public interest would be served 
by grant of renewal. 


No. lie- 6 
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17. It is further ordered. That the 
Motion for Acceptance of Response, filed 
June 18. 1973. by KAYE Broadcasters, 
Inc., is denied, and that the response, 
filed June 18, 1973, by KAYE Broad¬ 
casters, Inc., is dismissed. 

18. It is further ordered. That the 
Motion to Dismiss filed October 1, 1973, 
by KAYE Broadcasting, Inc., is denied. 

Adopted: June 5,1974. 

Released: June 12, 1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission* 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-13916 Filed 6-17-74.8:45 am) 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

[Agreement No. 10012] 

AUSTRAUA— PACIFIC COAST RATE 
Notice of Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with 
the Commission for approval pursuant 
to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, 
as amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 
46 UB.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mali- 
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW„ 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York. N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana. San 
Francisco. California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary. Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, on or before July 8, 1974. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is al¬ 
leged, the statement shall set forth with 
particularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitute such violation or detri¬ 
ment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

F. Conger Fawcett. Esq. 

Graham & James 

310 Sansorae Street 

San Francisco, California 94104 

Agreement No. 10012-1 is an applica¬ 
tion on behalf of the member lines of the 
Australia-Pacific Coast Rate Agreement 
(No. 10012) to extend the presently ap¬ 
proved authority thereunder for an ad¬ 


* Commissioners Wiley, Chairman; and 
Hooks concurring in the result. Commissioner 
Quello not participating. 


ditional period of three years beyond 
September 13, 1974, through Septem¬ 
ber 13, 1977. Agreement No. 10012 covers 
an arrangement for the establishment 
and maintenance of freight rates on 
cargo from ports in Australia, and inland 
points via such ports, to ports on the 
Pacific Coast of the United States and 
inland points via such ports. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: June 13.1974. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13939 Plied 6-17-74;8:45 ami 


TRADER NAVIGATION CO., LTD. (ATLANT- 

TRAFIK EXPRESS SERVICE) AND BLUE 

SEA LINE JOINT SERVICE 

Notice of Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
UJ3.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW, 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C., 20573, on or before July 8, 1974. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitute such violation or detri¬ 
ment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Sanford C. Miller. Esq. 

Haight, Gardner. Poor & Havens 
One State Street Plaza 
New York, New York 10004 

Agreement No. 10133, entered into by 
the above named carriers, covers an ar¬ 
rangement for the sharing of terminal 
and stevedoring costs involving situations 
where one or more of the same vessels 
employed by a carrier party to the Blue 
Sea Line service in its inward service to 
United States ports may from time to 
time be employed by Atlanttrafik Ex¬ 
press Service in its outward service from 
United States ports with the result that 


a vessel may be loading for one party in 
a port while still completing discharge 
for the other party. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: June 13,1974. 

Francis C. Hurney. 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-13938 Filed 6-17-74;8:46 ami 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. E-880G] 

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Notice of Agreement 

June 7, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 20. 1974, 
Arizona Public Service Company (APS) 
tendered for filing an Agreement with 
Arizona Power Authority (APA) for the 
sale of energy “if and when available’' 
and upon the request of APA. APS states 
that it cannot estimate revenues to be 
received because the magnitude and 
frequency of transactions under this 
Agreement are not able to be presently 
determined. 

APS requests that the waiver provi¬ 
sions of § 35.11 of the Commission s 
regulations be waived to permit an ef¬ 
fective date of September 26, 1973. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §5 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 14, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter- ^ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13870 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8804] 

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Interconnection Agreement 

June 7, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 17,1974, Ari¬ 
zona Public Service Company (APS* 
tendered for filing Service Schedule E-* 
to an Interconnection Agreement witn 
Utah Power and Light Company (UP&L). 

APS requests waiver of the notice re¬ 
quirements under Section 35.11 of tne 
Commission’s regulations to permit an 
effective date of January 1.1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or w 
protest said filing should file a 
to intervene or protest with the Fede T*} 
Power Commission, 825 North CapiW 
Street NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426 , in 
accordance with 99 18 and 1.10 of tne 
Commission’s rules of practice and pi°* 
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cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 14,1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

(PR Doc.74-13869 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8793J 

ARKANSAS POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Amendment to Agreement 

June 7, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 18, 1974, 
Arkansas Power and Light Company 
(AP&L) tendered for filing an Amend¬ 
ment to a Power Coordinating, Inter¬ 
change and Transmission Agreement 
with Arkansas Electric Cooperative Cor¬ 
poration (AECC) which has been desig¬ 
nated AP&L Rate Schedule PPC No. 67. 

The Amendment provides for the addi¬ 
tion of three new points of delivery with 
requested effective dates of June 1, 1974, 
July 1 , 1974, and June 1, 1975. The 
Amendment also provides for the aban¬ 
donment of a point of delivery, with a 
requested effective date of July 1, 1974. 
In addition the Amendment provides for 
an increase in capacity and change in 
load characteristics at various points of 
delivery, with requested proposed effec¬ 
tive dates of June 1, 1974 and October 1, 
1974. 

AP&L states that it has not submitted 
any billing data because of the difficulty 
in estimating the effect of deliveries to 
the points of delivery set out in the pro¬ 
posed Amendment. However, AP&L states 
that the proposed Amendment does not 
change any of the rates or condition of 
Rate Schedule FPC No. 67. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
Protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
oerore June 14, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter- 
«nning the appropriate action to be 
tLf n °t serve to make pro- 

J^tants parties to the proceeding. Any 
Person wishing to become a party must 
jue a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
ling are on file with the Commission and 

e available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR *** Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8792] 

ARKANSAS POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Amended Transmission Agreement 
June 7, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 18, 1974, 
Arkansas Power and Light (AP&L) 
tendered for filing an Amendment to 
Transmission Agreement with Arkansas 
Electric Cooperative Corporation 
(AECC) which has been designated 
AP&L Rate Schedule FPC No. 52. AP&L 
states that this Amendment does not 
change any of the rates or provisions of 
Rate Schedule No. 52, but merely pro¬ 
vides an additional point of delivery and 
changes the maximum Capacity made 
available at three existing points of de¬ 
livery. Therefore, AP&L has submitted no 
billing data with this filing. 

AP&L requests an effective date of 
June 1, 1974, for changing the maximum 
capacity available at the existing points 
of delivery, and a March 1, 1975 effec¬ 
tive date for installation of the additional 
point of delivery. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 14, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13872 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CI67-248] 

BEACON GASOLINE CO. 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 24, 1974, 
Beacon Gasoline Company (Applicant), 
P.O. Box 396, Minden, Louisiana 71055, 
filed in Docket No. CI67-248 a petition to 
amend the order of the Commission here¬ 
tofore issued in said docket pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act by 
authorizing a “blanket” certificate which 
would serve to obviate the necessity for 
the Commission to amend the subject 
order each time Applicant contracts to 
connect a new well to its processing plant, 
all as more fully set forth in the appli¬ 
cation which is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open to public inspection. 

Applicant requests the Commission to 
Issue an order amending the order issu¬ 
ing the certificate now held by Applicant 


in Docket No. CI67-248 in order to au¬ 
thorize Applicant to continue the normal 
conduct of its business of contracting 
with producers in the general mapner 
reflected in the various prior amend¬ 
ments to Applicant's certificate, without 
the necessity for obtaining separate 
amending orders and filing separate rate 
schedules with regard to each such trans¬ 
action. Applicant proposes that the cer¬ 
tificate authorization herein requested 
be indefinite in its duration. Applicant 
Indicates its willingness to report addi¬ 
tional well connections under such 
“blanket” authorization either as each 
new connection occurs or at periodic 
intervals. 

Applicant maintains that due to its 
relatively small size it suffers an inordi¬ 
nate administrative burden because it 
must file complete FPC applications and 
rate schedules each time it connects a 
well to its plant. Applicant states that it 
does not sell gas for resale but merely 
serves as a middleman to process the 
gas and deliver the residue gas to pipe¬ 
lines whose gas purchase contracts are 
made directly with the producers. Appli¬ 
cant states that the Commission has 
complete control over the sale and dis¬ 
position of the residue gas from Appli¬ 
cant’s plant because the producer’s sales 
contracts with their pipeline purchasers 
are contracts for the sale of gas in inter¬ 
state commerce and as such afford the 
Commission complete jurisdiction over 
the delivery of the residue gas entering 
the interstate market. Therefore, Appli¬ 
cant submits that in view of its limited 
relationship with the interstate sale and 
delivery of gas by the producers con¬ 
nected to its plant, the public interest 
would not be impaired if Applicant's op¬ 
erations were conducted under the au¬ 
thority of some type of “blanket” or 
“budget” certificate. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
July 1, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-13873 Filed 6-17-74:8:46 am] 
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[Docket No. E-8820) 

BLACK HILLS POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Application 

June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 30,1974, Black 
Hills Power and Light Company (Appli¬ 
cant) filed an application pursuant to 
section 204 of the Federal Power Act 
seeking authority to issue First Mort¬ 
gage Bonds, Scries P, in the amount of 
$6,000,000 to be issued under Applicant’s 
Indenture of Mortgage with Manufac¬ 
turers Hanover Trust Company, dated 
September 1, 1941. Applicant further re¬ 
quests that this issuance be exempted 
from the competitive bidding require¬ 
ments of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure under the Federal 
Power Act. 

Applicant is incorporated under the 
laws of the State of South Dakota with 
its principal business office at Rapid City, 
South Dakota, and is engaged in the 
electric utility business in the States of 
Wyoming, Montana, and South Dakota, 

The aggregate proceeds from the pro¬ 
posed financing will be used to continue 
its construction program. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
the application, should on or before 
June 25. 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
petitions or protests in accordance with 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file petitions 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. The application is 
on file with the Commission and avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[PR Doc.74-13874 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Project No. 2338] 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY OF 
NEW YORK, INC. 

Notice of Extension of Time 

June 10, 1974. 

On June 4, 1974. Consolidated Edison 
Company of New York, Inc. (Con Edi¬ 
son) , filed a motion for an extension of 
time, until ten days following decision 
by the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit of the petitions 
for rehearing of the Court’s decision of 
May 8, 1974, in Hudson River Fisher¬ 
men’s Association et al. v. FPC et al., 
within which to answer the “Petition of 
Scenic Hudson Preservation Conference 
for an Immediate Stay of Further Con¬ 
struction,” filed May 22, 1974. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time is extended to and 
Including July 10,1974, within which Con 


Edison may answer the petition filed by 
Scenic Hudson Preservation Conference. 

K en neth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13875 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am| 


[Docket No. E-87701 

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 
Notice of Contract for Interchange Service 
June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 3, 1974, Flor¬ 
ida Power and Light Company (FP&L) 
tendered for filipg a Contract for Inter¬ 
change Service with Jacksonville Elec- 
trict Authority (Jacksonville). This con¬ 
tract is intended to supersede a prior 
agreement between the parties desig¬ 
nated as FP&L’s Rate Schedule FPC No. 
3. FP&L requests an effective date of 
October 31,1973. 

FP&L requests waiver of the require¬ 
ments of 5 35.12(b)(1) since it claims 
that it is not possible to estimate trans¬ 
actions and revenues for the future 12 
month period. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before June 21, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13870 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8817] 

GULF STATES UTILITIES CO. 

Notice of Filing of Electric Service 
Agreement 

June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 28,1974, Gulf 
States Utilities Company (Gulf States) 
tendered for filing an agreement for 
wholesale electric service with Kirbyville 
Light and Power Company, Gulf States 
states that tills contract is for a 3-year 
period and will continue thereafter on 
a year to year basis. 

According to Gulf States, the primary 
difference between this contract and its 
predecessor (dated September 26, 1951), 
1s that Article VTI now sets forth possible 
future curtailment provisions. Gulf 
States further states that the rate sched¬ 
ules attached to this agreement are the 
current rate schedule now being consid¬ 
ered in Docket No. E-8121 and that Gulf 


States understands that such rate sched¬ 
ules may be changed as a result of that 
proceeding. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with 55 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 20. 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person w’ishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-13877 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am[ 


[Docket No. E-8821] 

IOWA ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER CO. 

Notice of Application 

June 10.1974. 

Take notice that on May 30, 1974. the 
Iowa Electric Light and Power Company 
(Applicant) filed an application with the 
Federal Power Commission seeking an 
order pursuant to section 204 of the 
Federal Power Act authorizing the issu¬ 
ance of short-term notes in the aggre¬ 
gate principal amount of not over 
$40,000,000. 

Applicant is incorporated under the 
laws of the State of Iowa and is author¬ 
ized to do business in the States of Iowa, 
Minnesota, Colorado, and Nebraska with 
its principal business office at Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa. Applicant is engaged pri¬ 
marily in the generation, transmission 
and sale at retail of electric energy in 51 
counties in the State of Iowa. 

The notes to be issued to commercial 
banks and commercial paper dealers or 
either of such types of facilities will have 
a term not in excess of one year with a 
final maturity date of not later than 
December 31, 1976. The notes issued to 
banks will bear interest at the prime rate 
and those Issued as commercial paper 
will bear the rate then in effect of such 
commercial paper of like term ana 
quality. . , 

Proceeds from the sale of commercial 
paper, in the maximum amount of 
$25,000,000 will be used to refund a por¬ 
tion of certain obligations to commercial 
banks. Such obligations, consisting of 
borrowings in the form of long-term 
notes and aggregating $ 63 , 500,000 at 
March 31,1974, were made under a Bans 
Credit Agreement dated July 20. 19 
with three Chicago banks providing 
maximum borrowings of $ 75 , 000 , 000 . 
with final maturity not later than 
July 20, 1977. Borrowings under this 
agreement bear interest at varying rates 
above the prime rate of interest 
by The First National Bank of Chicago 
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from time to time on 90-day commercial 
loans to its prime commercial borrowers. 
Said agreement provides that borrowings 
may be reduced or repaid at any time 
without penalty. The commercial paper 
is proposed to be issued from time to 
time when prevailing interest rates pro¬ 
vide funds at a lower cost than that 
available through the issuance of the 
long-term notes referred to above. 

Short-term notes issued to commer¬ 
cial banks in the aggregate amount of 
$3,950,000 were outstanding at March 31, 
1974. It is anticipated that such debt 
will remain at substantially that level 
during the twelve month period ending 
March 31, 1975. However, in the event 
economic conditions make it necessary 
for the Company to obtain funds to 
meet its immediate financial obligations 
it is seeking authority to secure such 
funds through the issuance of additional 
short-term notes to commercial banks. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
this application should on or before 
June 25, 1974 file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, petitions or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to 
a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
petitions to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's rules. The applica¬ 
tion is on file with the Commission and 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

I PR Doc.74-13878 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


I Docket Nos. CP71-142. RP73-66] 

INTER-CITY MINNESOTA PIPELINES LTD., 
INC. 

Notice of Filing of Compliance Statement 
and Tariff 

June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on April 26, 1974, 
Inter-City Minnesota Pipelines Ltd., Inc. 
flled in the above-designated dockets a 
compliance statement and a revised FPC 
^as Tariff, Original Volume Nos. 1 and 
z. Inter-City Minnesota requests that 
Rs tariff be made effective as of the date 
approved, 

hiter-City Minnesota states that the 
nungs made herein are in compliance 
TOtn tiie Commission’s order issued on 
December 21, 1970. in Docket No. CP71- 
fcJJer-City Minnesota further states 
nat its tariff filing is in lieu of the 
Previous filings of January 24, 1973, in 
yocket No. RP73-66 and October 1. 1973 
docketed). 

Any person desiring to be heard and 
k any protest with reference to 

^ should file a petition to inter- 
ene or protest with the Federal Power 
commission, 825 North Capitol Street 


NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before June 28, 1974. Protests wUl be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make the 
protestaifts parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. The 
subject filing is on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13879 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


| Docket No. CP74-3021 

MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Application 

June 10. 1974. 

Take notice that on May 23, 1974, 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company 
(Applicant). One Woodward Avenue, De¬ 
troit. Michigan 48226, filed in Docket No. 
CP74-302 an application pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act. as im¬ 
plemented by § 157.7 (b) of the regula¬ 
tions thereunder (18 CFR 157.7(b)), for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction, 
during the 12-month period commencing 
July 13. 1974, and operation of facilities 
to enable Applicant to take into its cer¬ 
tificated main pipeline system natural 
gas which will be purchased from pro¬ 
ducers thereat, all as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that the purpose of 
this budget-type application is to aug¬ 
ment its ability to act with reasonable 
dispatch in contracting for and connect¬ 
ing to its pipeline system supplies of 
natural gas in various producing areas 
generally co-extensive with said system. 

The application states that the total 
cost of the proposed facilities will not 
exceed $7,000,000, with on single offshore 
project costing in excess of $1,750,000, 
and no single onshore project costing in 
excess of $1,000,000. Applicant states that 
these costs will be financed from funds 
on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 1, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 


Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the certifi¬ 
cate is required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further no¬ 
tice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-13880 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. ID-15301 

MILTON L VAN SCHOIK 
Tslotice of Supplemental Application 
June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 23, 1974, 
Milton L. Van Schoik (Applicant) filed a 
supplemental application with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 305(b) of the Federal Power Act. 

By Commission order dated July 13. 
1967, Applicant was authorized to hold 
the following positions: 


Assistant Con- The Cincinnati Gas 6c Public 


trollor. Electric Co. Utility. 

Do.Tho Union Light, Do. 

Heal and Power Co. 

Do..Miami Power Carp Do. 


positions, 
applicant 
now seeks 
authorization 
to hold the 
following 


Controller_ 

Tho Cincinnati Gas 6c 
Electric Co. 

Do. 

Do...... 

The Union Light, 

Hoat and Power 

Co. 

Do. 

Do..—. 

Miami Power Corp__ 

Do. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 3, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
petitions to intervene or protests in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but wiU not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing 
tlierein must file petitions to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
rules. The application is on file with the 
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Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-13881 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 amj 

[Docket No. CP73-289] 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY OF 
AMERICA 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 23, 1974, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of Amer¬ 
ica (Petitioner), 122 South Michigan 
Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60603, filed in 
Docket No. CP73-289 a petition to amend 
the order of the Commission issued on 
December 10, 1973 (50 FPC —), in said 
docket pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act by authorizing the re¬ 
tention in place and operation of an ad¬ 
ditional point of delivery for the ex¬ 
change of natural gas with Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation (Texas East¬ 
ern), all as more fully set forth in the 
petition to amend which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public in¬ 
spection. 

By the Commission’s order of Decem¬ 
ber 10, 1973, in the subject docket, Peti¬ 
tioner was authorized, inter alia, to con¬ 
struct and operate gas purchase and ex¬ 
change facilities at the Bailey's Prairie 
Exchange Point, Brazoria County, Texas, 
and to exchange up to 15,000 Mcf of gas 
per day with Texas Eastern under the 
terms of the exchange agreement dated 
November 17, 1972, between Petitioner 
and Texas Eastern. 

Petitioner has subsequently entered 
into two long-term contracts to pur¬ 
chase gas from the California Company, 
a Division of Chevron Oil Company 
(California), in East Cameron, Blocks 
257 and 286 offshore Louisiana. Under 
authorization granted by Commission 
order dated February 27, 1974 (51 FPC 
—), Texas Eastern was authorized to 
transport up to 25,000 Mcf of gas per 
day from Blocks 257 and 286 onshore for 
redelivery to Petitioner at the Bailey's 
Prairie Exchange Point. Petitioner states, 
however, that the total volume of gas 
Texas Eastern was obligated to redeliver 
to Petitioner through the Bailey’s 
Prairie Exchange Point exceeded the ca¬ 
pacity of Petitioner's 6-inch pipeline in 
Brazoria County, thereby causing an im¬ 
balance of delivery volumes. To alleviate 
such imbalance Petitioner and Texas 
Eastern amended their November 17, 
1972, agreement to provide for an alter¬ 
nate exchange point in Brazoria County, 
Texas, where Petitioner has constructed 
2,800 feet of 8-inch pipeline, a tap con¬ 
nection and measuring facilities pursu¬ 
ant to § 157.22 of the Commission's regu¬ 
lations (18 CFR 157.22). Petitioner re¬ 
quests that the certificate issued in sub¬ 
ject docket be amended to authorize the 
retention in place and operation of the 
additional exchange point. Petitioner 
estimates the cost of construction to have 
been $69,200, which cost Petitioner 
claims to have met from funds on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 


petition to amend should on or before 
July 1, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426. a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-13882 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am| 


| Docket No. E-8824| 

NORTHERN INDIANA PUBLIC SERVICE 
CO. 

Notice of Filing of Revised Service 
Agreement 

June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 31, 1974, the 
Northern Indiana Public Service Com¬ 
pany (Northern) tendered for filing a re¬ 
vised Electric Service Agreement with 
the Commonwealth Edison Company of 
Indiana. Inc. (Commonwealth). North¬ 
ern states that the tendered filing, en¬ 
titled Memorandum No. 60, is similar to 
Memorandum No. 57 which terminates 
June 30, 1974. The tendered revised 
agreement provides for increased charges 
under Sections IV and V to account for 
increased fuel costs and prorides for a 
new paragraph C to describe the method 
whereby start-up costs for gas turbine 
units would be charged. Northern pro¬ 
poses an effective date of July 1,1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedures (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 24,1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-13883 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am J 


I Docket No. CP74-32] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Petition To Amend 

June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 28, 1974, 
Northern Natural Gas Company (Peti¬ 


tioner) , 2223 Dodge Street. Omaha, Ne¬ 
braska 68102, filed in Docket No. CP74- 
32 a petition to amend the order issued 
in the subject docket on December li, 
1973 (50 FPC —), pursuant to section 
7 (c) and (b) of the Natural Gas Act as 
implemented by §§ 157.7(c) and 157.7 
(e) of the Commission's regulations 
thereunder, by waiving a volumetric lim¬ 
itation on deliveries by means of author¬ 
ized facilities, all as more fully set forth 
in the petition to amend which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Petitioner is currently authorized, 
among other things, to construct during 
the calendar year 1974 and operate un¬ 
specified natural gas sales and transpor¬ 
tation facilities for the purpose of selling 
and delivering natural gas to existing dis¬ 
tributors, including its Peoples Division, 
for resale to residential, small volume 
commercial and small volume industrial 
consumers pursuant to § 157.7(c) of the 
Commission’s regulations (18 CFR 157.7 
<c>). The order of December 11, 1974, 
limits total gas deliveries by means of 
the authorized facilities to any one of 
Petitioner's customers, including its Peo¬ 
ples Natural Gas Division (Peoples), to 
100.000 Mcf per year and total gas de¬ 
liveries to all distributors to 1,000,000 Mcf 
per year. Petitioner states that based 
upon the requests for service presently 
pending and the anticipated additional 
requests during the balance of 1974. Peo¬ 
ples will have total annual requirements 
of approximately 650,000 Mcf of gas. Pe¬ 
titioner claims that such requests for 
service are by rural consumers (many of 
whom are Petitioner's right-of-way 
grantors) for domestic, commercial and 
agricultural uses. Petitioner requests the 
Commission to waive the 100,000-Mcf an¬ 
nual limitation per utility customer in 
order to permit the establishment of the 
required sales delivery stations to en¬ 
able Peoples to provide natural gas serv¬ 
ice to these rural consumers. 

Petitioner states further that if the 
waiver is granted, Petitioner will be de¬ 
livering less than 80 percent of the 
1,000,000 Mcf authorized for all cus¬ 
tomers because it estimates that all of 
its other utility customers will have 
’’budget-type’* requirements of less than 
150,000 Mcf. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition to amend should on or be¬ 
fore June 28, 1974, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, a petition to Intervene or a pro¬ 
test in accordance with the requirements 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti- 
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tion to intervene? in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

IFR Doc.74-13884 Filed 8-17-74:8:45 tun] 


(Docket Noe. RP71-107 (Phase II). RP72-I27, 

1 RP74-75] 

northern natural GAS CO. 

Filing of Motion To Enlarge Scope of 
Proceedings 

June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on June 4. 1974, 
Northern Natural Gas Company (North¬ 
ern) filed a motion to enlarge the trial 
of the reserved issue of cost-of-service 
treatment for post-October 7,1969. leases 
in the Hugoton-Anadarko Area to include 
cost-of-service treatment for Northern’s 
exploration, development and production 
expenditures in ail areas in the lower 
forty-eight states, including offshore 
areas The Hugoton-Anadarko issue was 
reserved for hearing by the Commission's 
order issued January 4, 1974, in Docket 
No. RP71-107 (Phase ID and RP72-127 
which approved a rate settlement sub¬ 
ject to conditions. By order issued May 
20,1974, in Docket No. RP74-80, the Com¬ 
mission consolidated the trial of the 
Hugoton-Anadarko issue with the trial 
concerning the reasonableness of certain 
advance payments in Docket No. RP74- 
75. 

Any party desiring to be heard or to 
protest Northern’s motion should file 
such comments with the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426 on or before 
June 21,1974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

I PR Doc.74-13885 Filed 8-17-74; 8:45 ami 


[Docket No. E-8825] 

PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Tendered Exhibit Revisions - 
June 10.1974. 

Take notice that on June 3, 1974, 
Pacific Power & Light Company (PP&L) 
tendered for filing its annual revision of 
Exhibits '“A” and “B” (Revision No. 10) 
to the basic wheeling agreement between 
PP&L and the Bureau of Reclamation in 
Wyoming Contract No. 14-06-400-2437. 
These exhibits are to supersede Supple¬ 
ment No. 8 to Supplement No. 3 to Pacific 
Power & Light Company Rate Schedule 
FPC No. 45. 

The company requests waiver of the 
notice requirement set forth at § 35.11 
of the Commission’s regulations and 
further requests that an effective date 
of January 1 , 1974 be assigned its filing. 
pp&L states that service under the 
tendered exhibits commenced on Janu¬ 
ary 1 .1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
Protest said filing should file a petition 
p ^terrene or protest with the Federal 
^wer Commission, 825 North Capitol 
street, NE, Washington, D.C. 20426, in 


accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 24, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13886 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket Nos. E-8176. E-8570] 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO. 

Order Denying Motion for Consolidation for 
Hearing and Decision 

June 10.1974. 

The proceeding In Docket No. E-8176 
involves the resale rate filing of Southern 
California Edison (“Edison”) supported 
by adjusted 1972 cost of service data. 
The proposed rates in this proceeding 
became effective on September 7, 1973. 
The proceeding is scheduled for hearing 
commencing June 18,1974. 

The proceeding in Docket No. E-8570 
involves a resale rate filing which is sus¬ 
pended until August 4, 1974, and which 
is based on 1972 operating data and 
estimated 1973 data. Hearings in this 
latter proceeding are scheduled to begin 
on September 10.1974. 

By its motion, Edison requests con¬ 
solidation of the two proceedings and 
utilization of 1973 actual operating data 
now available to Edison. Edison suggests 
that such a consolidated proceeding 
would be more expeditious than the two 
present proceedings. 

AH the prepared exhibits and direct 
testimony, however, have been filed in 
the proceeding in Docket No. E-8176. 
Consolidation would delay any move¬ 
ment in that proceeding until Septem¬ 
ber 10, 1974. We believe it more efficient 
not to postpone the proceeding in Docket 
No. E-8176 under the assumption that 
Edison, Staff and the other parties will 
be diligent in reviewing Edison’s 1973 
actual operating experience and will de¬ 
velop on the record any necessary adjust¬ 
ments to be filed test year data. In 
addition, we assume that there are Issues 
common to both proceedings. Commenc¬ 
ing to explore the issues in the proceed¬ 
ing in Docket No. E-8176, therefore, 
should speed resolution of the proceed¬ 
ing in Docket No. E-8570 and should 
result in decisions in both cases sooner 
than if an exploration of aU the issues 
were postponed by the proposed consoli¬ 
dation until September 10, 1974. 

The Commission finds and orders: 

(1) Good cause has not been shown 
for granting Edison’s motion of May 17, 
1974, and the motion is denied. 


(2) The Commission Secretary shall 
cause prompt publication of this order in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal]' Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13887 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket Nos. RP71-130. etc.] 

TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Extension of Time 

June 7, 1974. 

On June 4,1974, Counsel for Algonquin 
Gas Transmission Company filed a mo¬ 
tion for an extension of time within 
which to file briefs opposing exceptions 
to the Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge’s Initial Decision issued on April 
19, 1974, in the above-designated matter. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time is extended to and 
including June 17, 1974, within which 
briefs opposing exceptions may be filed 
by all participants in the above-desig¬ 
nated matter. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13888 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 amj 


[Docket No. RP74-48] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Proposed Changes In FPC Gas Tariff 
* June 10, 1974. 

Take notice that Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corporation (Transco) on 
May 31. 1974, tendered for filing pro¬ 
posed changes in its FPC Gas Tariff. 
First Revised Volume No. 1 and Original 
Volume No. 2. The seven tariff sheets to 
become effective July 1. 1974 are as 
follows: 

First Revised Volume No. 1 

Tenth Revised Sheet No. 5 
Seventh Revised Sheet No. 6 

Original Volume No. 2 

Substitute Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. 52 
Substitute Ninth Revised Sheet No. 321 
Second Revised Sheet No. 351 
Substitute Fifth Revised Sheet No. 416 
Substitute Fourth Revised Sheet No. 495 

Transco states that such tariff sheets 
are those necessary to place its rates, 
suspended by order issued January 31, 
1974 in this docket, into effect at the 
end of the prescribed suspension period. 
It is further stated that the suspended 
rates have been updated to reflect two 
tracking rate filings which have been 
made by Transco since the January 31, 
1974 Order. With this filing Transco has 
also filed a motion to place its proposed 
rates into effect on July 1, 1974, and 
in conjunction therewith, an agreement 
and undertaking of Transco to comply 
with § 154.67 of the Commission’s 
regulations. 

Transco also states that copies of the 
filing have been mailed to each of its 
jurisdictional customers and interested 
State Commissions. 
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Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such pe¬ 
titions or protests should be filed on 
or before June 20. 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13889 Filed 6-17-74;8:46 am] 


(Docket No. RP74-35] 


UNITED NATURAL GAS CO. 


Further Extension of Time and Postpone¬ 
ment of Hearing and Prehearing Con¬ 
ference 


June 10, 1974. 


On June 3, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion for a further extension of the 
procedural dates fixed by notice issued 
May 3, 1974, in the above-designated 


matter. The motion states that the Com¬ 


pany relies on its comments filed on April 
11, 1974, in response to Staff’s previous 
motion for an extension of time. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are further modified as 


follows: 

Service of Evidence by Staff. June 19, 1974. 
Prehearing Conference, June 27, 1974 (10 
a.m. e.d.t.). 

Service of Evidence by Interveners, July 9, 
1974. 

Service of Rebuttal Evidence, July 23, 1974. 
Hearing, July 30, 1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.). 


Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 


(FR Doc.74-13890 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. ID-17341 

JOHN R. BURTON 
Notice of Application 

June 11, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 28, 1974, 
John R. Burton (Applicant) filed an ini¬ 
tial application with the Federal Power 
Commission, pursuant to section 305(b) 
of the Federal Power Act, to hold the 
following positions: 

Secretary, Appalachian Power Co., Public 
Utility. 

Secretary, Indiana & Michigan Electric Co* 
Public Utility. 

Secretary, Kanawha Valley Power Co., Public 
Utility. 

Secretary, Kentucky Power Co.. Public Util¬ 
ity. 

Secretary, Kingsport Power Co., Public Util¬ 
ity. 


Secretary, Michigan Power Co., Public Util¬ 
ity. 

Secretary. Ohio Power Co., Public Utility. 
Secretary, Wheeling Electric Co* Public 
Utility. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 3, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti- 
sions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Persons wishing to become 
parties to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file petitions to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. The appli¬ 
cation is on file with the Commission 
and available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13954 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 0174-694] 

CINCO EXPLORATION CO. 

Notice of Application 

June 12, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 28, 1974, 
Cinco Exploration Company (Applicant), 
715 Houston Citizens Bank Building, 
Houston, Texas 77002, filed in Docket No. 
CI74-694 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the sale for resale 
and delivery of natural gas in interestate 
commerce to United Gas Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany (United) from the Cinco-Bolton 
No. 1 Well, Woodbine “C” Sand, Trinity 
County, Texas, all as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that it commenced the 
sale of natural gas to United on April 2, 
1974, within the contemplation of Section 
157.29 of the Regulations under the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act (18 CFR 157.29) and proposes 
to continue said sale for one year from 
the end of the 60-day emergency period 
within the contemplation of § 2.70 of the 
Commission’s general policy and inter¬ 
pretations (18 CFR 2.70). Applicant pro¬ 
poses to sell approximately 7,500 Mcf of 
gas per month at 45.0 cents per Mcf at 
14.65 psia, subject to upward and down¬ 
ward Btu adjustment from a base of 
1,000 Btu per cubic foot. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 1, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 


priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commissions 
rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission 
on this application if no petition to in¬ 
tervene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13943 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CI74-688] 

COLUMBIA GAS DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

Notice of Application 

June 12, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 23, 1974, 
Columbia Gas Development Corporation 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1350, Houston, 
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CI74- 
688 an application pursuant to § 2.75 of 
the Commission’s general policy and in¬ 
terpretations (18 CFR 2.75) for a cer¬ 
tificate of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity authorizing the sale for resale of 
natural gas in interstate commerce to 
Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Columbia Transmission), an affiliate, 
from Block 118, East Cameron Area, off¬ 
shore Louisiana, and delivery of said gas 
to Columbia Gulf Transmission Com¬ 
pany (Columbia Gulf), all as more fully 
set forth in the application, which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to sell, under the 
optional gas pricing procedure, naturaJ 
gas to Columbia Transmission from the 
subject acreage for a primary term oi 
20 years at an initial price of 45 cents 
per Mcf at 15.025 psia, subject to up¬ 
ward and downward Btu adjustment 
from a base of 1,000 Btu per cubic foot, 
pursuant to the terms of a gas sales 
contract dated May 8, 1974. Said con¬ 
tract provides for fixed annual Pi’ K 
escalations of 2.0 cents per Mcf, P* us 
reimbursement for any additional or in¬ 
creased taxes. Applicant estimates sales 
volumes at 75,000 Mcf per month. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 118—TUESDAY, JUNE 18, 1974 











NOTICES 


21079 


Applicant intends to commence deliv¬ 
eries under this application upon the 
completion of construction of the pipe¬ 
line facilities required to connect the 
reserves. Columbia Gulf, Consolidated 
Gas Supply Corporation and Transcon¬ 
tinental Gas Pipe Line Corporation filed 
for authorization to construct said fa¬ 
cilities in Docket No. CP74-249, filed on 
March 25, 1974, noticed by publication 
in the Federal Reglster on April 8, 
1974 (39 FR 12789). 

Applicant states that it must obtain 
the price requested herein in order to 
continue actively to explore and to de¬ 
velop domestic gas reserves to enable 
Columbia Gas System, Inc., its parent 
corporation, to meet its gas requirements. 
Applicant further states that the price 
requested herein is relatively inexpensive 
when compared with supplemental gas 
sources, such as LNG, Alaskan gas and 
synthetic gas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 5, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission s rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission 
on this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re¬ 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR Doc. 74-13944 FUed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket Nos. RP73-85. RP73-801 

:o. AND 

CORP. 

Notice of Certification of Proposed 
Settlement Agreement 


niH^BlA GULF TRANSMISSION 
COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION 


June 12, 1974. 

M^ k o e t not,ice by document dated 
>31, 1974, Presiding Administrative 


Law Judge Michel Levant certified to the 
Commission a proposed stipulation and 
agreement presented by Counsel for Co¬ 
lumbia Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Columbia) and Columbia Gulf Trans¬ 
mission Company (Columbia Gulf) and 
agreed to by certain wholesale customers 
of Columbia, and various municipalities 
and state commissions. The Presiding 
Judge also certified to the Commission 
the record in this proceeding consisting 
of Volume Nos. 1 and 2 of the transcript, 
Exhibit Nos. 1-87, and items by reference 
A and B, for Commission consideration 
and disposition. 

The Presiding Judge noted that the 
proposed stipulation and agreement was 
supported by 17 parties and was not ob¬ 
jected to by the Public Service Commis¬ 
sion of the State of New York. However, 
the Presiding Judge also noted that the 
Commission Staff recommended that the 
Commission remand the settlement for 
a full hearing with respect to deprecia¬ 
tion, return on equity and overall rate of 
return, capital structure, short term in¬ 
terest, rate base, Canadian advance pay¬ 
ments, sales volumes, rate design and 
conjunctive billing. The City of Char¬ 
lottesville also expressed several objec¬ 
tions to the proposed stipulation and 
agreement. 

All parties desiring to comment upon 
the proposed stipulation and agreement 
should file such comments with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, 825 North Capi¬ 
tol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426 
on or before July 12, 1974. Any parties 
wishing to respond to the initial com¬ 
ments, shall file such responses on or 
before August 9, 1974. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13945 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 


l Docket No. RP74-901 

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Notice of Proposed Changes In Rates and 
Charges 

June 11. 1974. 

Take notice that on May 16, 1974, Con¬ 
solidated Gas Supply Corporation (Con¬ 
solidated) tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its FPC Gas Tariff, First Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1 and Original Volume 
No. 2. Consolidated proposes an effective 
date of July 1,1974. 

The proposed rate changes would in¬ 
crease Consolidated’s revenues from ju¬ 
risdictional sales and service by $24,943,- 
901 based on the twelve months ended 
January 31, 1974, adjusted for known 
changes for a nine-month period through 
October 31, 1974. The proposed increase 
is comprised of $24,001,782 for resale 
service, $902,880 for GSS and $39,239 
for SSO. $15,000,000 of the total increase 
reflects supplier rate increases. 

Consolidated states that the increased 
rates are required to recoup, inter alia , 
increased cost of transportation of gas 
by others, increased cost of capital, in¬ 
creases in capital expenditures, and in¬ 
creases in operating expenses. The rates 
proposed include an overall rate of re¬ 
turn of 9.75%. Further, Consolidated 
states that the proposed rates do not in¬ 


clude the appropriate surcharge or sur¬ 
charge credit as provided by its purchase 
gas adjustment clause. At such time as 
the increased rates are to become ef¬ 
fective. Consolidated will make the ap¬ 
propriate filing to reflect the applicable 
surcharge adjustment in effect at that 
time. Additionally, Consolidated is pro¬ 
posing to change the present rate form 
for sales to its non-afflliated customers 
who purchase in excess of 10,000 Mcfd. 
The proposed rate form is the same as 
presently available to its affiliated cus¬ 
tomers under the RQ rate schedules. 
Consolidated also proposes to combine 
certain rate schedules applicable to 
smaller customers. Finally, Consoli¬ 
dated asserts that Statement P will be 
filed within fifteen days of this filing. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission' s ru les or practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before June 24, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13946 Filed 0-17-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RI74-2441 

CONTINENTAL OIL CO. 

Notice of Petition for Special Relief 
June 12, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 28, 1974, 
Continental Oil Company (Petitioner), 
P.O. Box 2197. Houston, Texas 77001, 
filed a petition for special relief in 
Docket No. RI74-244, seeking a rate above 
the applicable area ceiling under Opinion 
No. 662. Petitioner seeks a price of 35.0 
cents per Mcf, with an annual U per 
Mcf escalation, for the sale of gas to El 
Paso Natural Gas .Company (El Paso) 
under its FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 
214 from the proposed State KN-12 No. 2 
well in the Eumont Gas Pool located in 
Lea County, New Mexico. Petitioner 
states that it cannot economically justify 
drilling the proposed well at the current 
contract price of 17.5 cents per Mcf. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition should on or before July 1, 1974, 
file with the Federal Power Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance with 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any party wishing to become a party to 
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& proceeding, or to participate as a party 
In any hearing therein, must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-13947 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-3522] 

DELMARVA POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Extension of Time' 

June ll f 1974. 

On May 28. 1974, Delmarva Power & 
Light Company and Subsidiaries filed a 
motion for an extension of time to serve 
its rebuttal evidence as required by the 
notice issued May 3, 1974 in the above- 
designated matter. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time is extended to and in¬ 
cluding June 7, 1974 within which Del¬ 
marva Power & Light Company and its 
Subsidiaries shall file its rebuttal testi¬ 
mony in the above matter. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13948 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. ID-16141 

WILLIAM H. DICKHONER 
Notice of Supplemental Application 

June 12, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 23, 1974, 
William H. Dickhoner (Applicant) filed 
a supplemental application with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 305(b) of the Federal Power Act, 
seeking authority to hold the following 
positions: 

Executive Vice President and Director. The 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Oo., Public 
UtiUty. 

Executive Vice President and Director. The 
Union Light, Heat and Power Co., Public 
Utility. 

Executive Vice President, Miami Power Corp., 
Public UtiUty. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 3, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Persons wishing to become par¬ 
ties to a proceeding or to participate as 
a party in any hearing therein must file 
petitions to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules. The application 
is on file with the Commission and avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13972 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP71-15, et al.) 

EAST TENNESSEE NATURAL GAS 

Notice of Filing of Corrections To Proposed 
PGA Rate Adjustment 

June 12,1974. 

Take notice that on May 31, 1974, East 
Tennessee Natural Gas Company (East 
Tennessee) tendered for filing corrected 
tariff sheets which propose changes to 
Sixth Revised Volume No. 1 of its FPC 
Gas Tariff to be effective on July 1, 1974. 

On May 16, 1974, East Tennessee filed 
Seventh Revised Sheet No. 4, and alter¬ 
natively, Substitute Seventh Revised 
Sheet No. 4 to reflect rate adjustments 
to its commodity and developmental pe¬ 
riod rates and its rates for Supplemental 
Winter Service. This filing was noticed 
on May 31, 1974, with petitions to inter¬ 
vene and protests due on or before 
June 10,1974. 

East Tennessee states that since the 
May 16, 1974, filing did not reflect any 
change in demand rates, the amount for 
the current adjustment for these rates 
should be zero. According to East Ten¬ 
nessee, the present filing, which is solely 
to correct the foregoing error, consists 
of Second Substitute Seventh Revised 
Sheet No. 4 to be substituted for Seventh 
Revised Sheet No. 4 and Third Substitute 
Seventh Revised Sheet No. 4 to be sub¬ 
stituted for Substitute Seventh Revised 
Sheet No. 4 in the filing of May 16, 1974. 

East Tennessee states that a copy of 
this filing has been served on each of the 
customers and affected state com mis - 
sions listed on the certificate of service 
contained in its filing of May 16, 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Pow’er Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 24, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Persons 
presently parties to this proceeding need 
not file additional petitions to intervene. 
Copies of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
Inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13949 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. ID-1717] 

THOMAS A. GRIFFIN, JR. 

Notice of Supplemental Application 
July 12, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 23, 1974, 
Thomas A. Griffin, Jr. (Applicant) filed 
a supplemental application with the 
Federal Power Commission, pursuant to 
section 305(b) of the Federal Pow r er Act, 


seeking authority to hold the following 
positions: 

Director, Orange and Rockland Utilities, 

Inc., Public UtiUty. 

Director, Rockland Electric Co„ Public 

UtUlty. 

Director, Pike County Light & Power Co., 

Public UtUlty. 

Authorization was sought for the offi¬ 
cer positions of Executive Vice Presi¬ 
dent of the above mentioned companies 
in an application filed January 2, 1974. 
No order of the Commission has been is¬ 
sued regarding the holding of these 
positions. 

Orange and Rockland Utilities. Inc. 
is engaged in the generation, distribu¬ 
tion and sale of electric current in Rock¬ 
land County and portions of Orange 
County and the easterly portion of Sul¬ 
livan County, all in the State of New 
York, and owns and operates facilities 
for the transmission of electric energy 
across the New Jersey and Pennsylvania 
state Unes of its wholly-owned subsidi¬ 
aries, Pike County Light and Power and 
Rockland Electric Company. The Com¬ 
pany also distributes natural gas in 
parts of the territory. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protests with reference to 
said application should on or before 
July 3, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
petitions to intervene or protests in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro¬ 
tests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by It in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants par¬ 
ties to the proceeding. Persons wishing 
to become parties to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file petitions to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
rules. The application is on file with 
the Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13967 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP74-86] 

GULF ENERGY AND DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

Order Accepting for Filing and Suspending 
Proposed Rate Increase, Permitting In¬ 
tervention and Establishing Procedures 

June 10,1974. 

On April 26. 1974, Gulf Energy and 
Development Corporation (Gulf Energy) 
tendered for filing a proposed increase in 
its gathering rate amounting to an in¬ 
crease in Gulf Energy's revenues from 
jurisdictional sales and service of $422.- 
310 annually, for the twelve month pe¬ 
riod ended December 31, 1973, as ad¬ 
justed. Gulf Energy also requests that 
the Commission waive the requirements 
of § 154.63(b)(3) of its regulations and 
that its notice of change in rate become 
effective June 11, 1974 without 

suspension. 
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In support of the proposed rate in¬ 
crease Gulf Energy states that the in¬ 
creased gathering rates are required to 
permit the Company to recover its cost 
of service which is not being recovered 
on the basis of its present rates. Gulf 
Energy states further that the revenues 
being realized at the present rates are 
resulting in a very serious revenue de¬ 
ficiency because of increased cost in pro¬ 
viding the gas gathering service and also 
the diminishing volumes of gas gathered. 
In addition to Gulf Energy’s proposed 
rate increase and its request for a higher 
rate of return* Gulf Energy proposes to 
include in its cost of service the entire 
effect of the acquisition cost in excess of 
the original cost of the interest acquired 
from Natural Gas Gathering Company, 
Inc. 


Notice of Gulf Energy’s proposed rate 
increase was issued on May 7,1974 which 
provided for the filing of protests or 
petitions to intervene on or before 
May 16, 1974. On May 16, 1974 Tennes¬ 
see Gas pipeline Company (Tennessee), 
filed a petition to intervene. 

While Petitioner does not request a 
hearing in this proceeding it states that 
as the pipeline company for which Gulf 
Energy renders a gas-gathering service 
and upon which the rate change is to be 
imposed, Tennesssee has a direct inter¬ 
est in the instant proceeding and will be 
affected by any decisions made in this 
proceeding. Tennessee further main¬ 
tains that its intervention is in the pub¬ 
lic interest, necessary and appropriate 
to the administration of the Natural 
Gas Act, and that it should be granted 
the full rights of intervention in this 
proceeding. 

Our review of Gulf Energy’s proposed 
Hfth Revised FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 1 Indicates that it may not be just 
and reasonable and may be unjust, un¬ 
reasonable or unduly discriminatory. 
Accordingly, we shall suspend the pro¬ 
posed Increase for one day and establish 
hearing procedures to determine the 
Wstness and reasonableness of the pro¬ 
posed change in rates, terms and con¬ 
ditions contained therein. 

As noted above, Gulf Energy requested 
that its prior waiver of § 154.63(b) (3) of 
the Regulations which requires the filing 
or Statement P within 15 days of the 
date the rate filing is filed. However, 
^uil Energy also requests that, in the 
event its filing is suspended and set for 
rearing, that it be permitted to file State¬ 
ment p within 15 days of the issuance of 
“je suspension order. For good cause 
&«own, we shall grant Gulf Energy's 
request partial waiver of Sec- 
on 154.63(b)(3) and shall require Gulf 
*&ergy to file its Statement within 15 
issuance of this order, 
ice Commission finds: 
rw The P r °Posed changes In rates and 
AnnPiL tenci ered by Gulf Energy on 
filing 26 ’ 1974 should be accepted for 

< 2 > The Proposed change in rates and 
a *8es may be unjust, unreasonable, un- 
discrimlnatory, preferential or 


duly 


otherwise unlawful under section 4 of 
the Natural Gas Act and should be sus¬ 
pended for one day and set for hearing. 

(3) Good cause exists to permit the 
intervention of the above-named inter- 
venor. 

(4) Good cause exists to grant a par¬ 
tial waiver of § 154.63(b)(3) as herein¬ 
after ordered and conditioned. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly section 4 
thereof, and the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure and the regula¬ 
tions under the Federal Power Act (18 
C.F.R., Chapter I), a public hearing shall 
be held on September 30. 1974 at 10:00 
A.M. in a hearing room of the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE, Washington, DC 20426, con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of Gulf Energy's 
proposed rate increase. 

(B) Pending a hearing and a decision 
thereon. Gulf Energy’s proposed changes 
in its rates and charges, tendered 
April 26, 1974 are accepted for filing, 
suspended for one day, and the use 
thereof deferred until June 12, 1974 or 
until such time as they are made effec¬ 
tive in the manner provided by the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act. 

(C) On or before July 26, 1974 the 
Commission staff shall serve its prepared 
testimony and exhibits concerning the 
proposed rate increase. Any prepared 
testimony and exhibits of any intervenors 
shall be served on or before August 16, 
1974. Any rebuttal evidence by the com¬ 
pany shall be served on or before Sep¬ 
tember 5, 1974. 

(D) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
(See Delegation of Authority, 18 CFR 
3.5(d)), shall preside at the hearing in 
this proceeding, shall prescribe relevant 
procedural matters not herein provided 
and shall control this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the policies expressed in 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. 

(E) Tennessee is hereby permitted to 
Intervene in this proceeding, subject to 
the rules and regulations of the Com¬ 
mission; Provided, however , That the 
participation of such intervenor shall be 
limited to matters affecting the rights 
and interests specifically set forth in its 
petition to intervene; and Provided, fur¬ 
ther, that the admission of such inter¬ 
venor shall not be construed as recogni¬ 
tion that it might be aggrieved because 
of any order or orders issued by the 
Commission in this proceeding. 

(F) Gulf Energy’s alternate request 
for partial waiver of § 154.63(b) (3) of 
the regulations is granted such that Gulf 
Energy shall be required to file its State¬ 
ment P within 15 days of the date of 
issuance of tills order. 

(G) Nothing contained herein shall be 
construed as limiting the rights of parties 
to this proceeding regarding the conven¬ 
ing of conferences or offers of settle¬ 
ments pursuant to 5 1.18 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure. 


(H) The Secretary of the Commission 
shall cause prompt publication of this 
order in the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-13951 Filed 6-17-74;8:46 am] 

l Docket No. CT74-94] 

BLAKE HAMMAN 

Notice of Extension of Time and 
Postponement of Hearing 

June 12, 1974. 

On May 31, 1974, Blake Hamman filed 
a motion for a continuance of the hearing 
and for an extension of time to serve its 
testimony as required by notice issued 
May 2, 1974, . in the above-designated 
matter. The motion states that the inter¬ 
veners have no objection to the motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are further modified as 
follows: 

Service of AppUcant's testimony, June 20, 

1974. 

Hearing, July 1,1974 (10 a.m. EDT). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

I FR Doc.74-13942 Filed 6-17-74; 8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CI74-695] 

INEXCO OIL CO. 

Notice of Application 

June 12, 1974. 

Take notice that on May 28, 1974, 
Inexco Oil Company (Applicant), 1100 
Milam Building, Houston, Texas 77002, 
filed in Docket No. CI74-695 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the sale for resale and delivery of nat¬ 
ural gas in interstate commerce to United 
Gas Pipe Line Company from the Lake 
Hatch Field, Terrebonne Parish, Loui¬ 
siana, all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states that it intends to 
commence the sale of natural gas to 
United within the contemplation of 
§ 157.29 of the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.29) and 
proposes to continue said sale for one 
year from the end of the 60-day emer¬ 
gency period within the contemplation of 
§ 2.70 of the Commission’s g ener al pol¬ 
icy and interpretations (18 CFR 2.70). 
Applicant proposes to sell an average 
daily quantity of up to 2,000 Mcf of gas at 
59.0 cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia, sub¬ 
ject to upward and downward Btu ad¬ 
justment from a base of 1.000 Btu per 
cubic foot. Estimated monthly sales are 
8.370 Mcf of gas. By order issued June 4, 
1973, in Docket No. CI73-680 Applicant 
was authorized to sell gas to United from 
the same acreage for one year from 
June 26, 1973, at 45.0 cents per Mcf. 
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Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 1, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
tills application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-13952 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


(Project No. 2095] 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 

June 10, 1974. 

On May 14, 1969. International Paper 
Company, Licensee for York Haven 
Project No. 2095, located in York County, 
Pennsylvania, on the Susquehanna River, 
filed an application for a new license 
under section 15 of the Federal Power 
Act and Commission regulations there¬ 
under (§§ 16.1-16.6). Licensee also made 
a supplemental filing pursuant to Com¬ 
mission Order No. 384 on May 21, 1970. 

The license for Project No. 2095 was 
issued effected January 1, 1938, for a 
period ending June 30, 1970. Since the 
original date of expiration, the project 
has been under annual license. In order 
to authorize the continued operation of 
the project pursuant to section 15 of the 
Act pending completion of Licensee’s 
application and Commission action 
thereon, it is appropriate and in the pub¬ 
lic interest to issue an annual license to 
International Paper Company for con¬ 
tinued operation and maintenance of 
Project No. 2095. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to International Paper Company 


NOTICES 

(Licensee) under section 15 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act for the period July 1, 
1974, to June 30, 1975, or until Federal 
takeover, or the issuance of a new license 
for the project, whichever comes first, 
for the continued operation and main¬ 
tenance of the York Haven Project No. 
2095, subject to the terms and condi¬ 
tions of its license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

| FR Doc.74-13953 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. ID-1465] 

EDWARD J. JASPER 
Notice of Supplemental Application 

June 11,1974. 

Take notice that on May 23, 1974, Ed¬ 
ward J. Jasper (Applicant) filed a sup¬ 
plemental application with the Federal 
Power Commission, pursuant to section 
305(b) of the Federal Power Act. 

By Commission order dated July 2. 
1964, Applicant was authorized to hold 
the following positions: 

Assistant Controller, The Cincinnati Gas & 
Electric Co., Public Utility. 

Assistant Controller, The Union Light, Heat 
and Power Co., Public Utility. 

Applicant now seeks authorization to 
hold the following position: 

Assistant Controller, Miami Power Corp., 
Public Utility. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 3, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Persons wishing to become 
parties to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any healing therein must 
file petitions to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. The appli¬ 
cation is on file with the Commission 
and available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13950 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


(Project No. 18881 

METROPOLITAN EDISON CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 

June 12, 1974. 

On June 30, 1969, Metropolitan Edison 
Company, Licensee for York Haven Proj¬ 
ect No. 1888, located in Dauphin, Lan¬ 
caster and York Counties, in the region 
of the Cities of Harrisburg. Lancaster 
and York, Pennsylvania, on the Susque¬ 
hanna River, filed an application for a 
new license under section 15 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act and Commission regula¬ 
tions thereunder (§§ 16.1-16.6). Licensee 
also made a supplemental filing pur¬ 


suant to Commission Order No. 384 on 
February 27, 1970. 

The license for Project No. 1888 was 
issued effective January 1, 1938, lor a 
period ending June 30, 1970. Since the 
original date of expiration, the project 
has been under annual license. In order 
to authorize the continued operation 
of the project pursuant to section 15 ot 
the Act pending completion of Licensee’s 
application and Commission action 
thereon, it is appropriate and in the 
public interest to issue an annual license 
to Metropolitan Edison Company for 
continued operation and maintenance of 
Project No. 1888. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to Metropolitan Edison Company 
(Licensee) under section 15 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act for the period July 1, 
1974, to June 30, 1975, or until Federal 
takeover, or the issuance of a new license 
for the project, whichever comes first, for 
the continued operation and mainte¬ 
nance of the York Haven Project No. 
1888, subject to the terms and conditions 
of its license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13955 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. E-7734] 

MID CONTINENTAL AREA POWER POOL 
Notice of Exhibit A 

June 12,1974. 

Take notice that on December 3.1973, 
Northern States Power Company, on 
behalf of several signatories 1 to the Mid- 
Continent Area Power Pool Agreement, 
filed Exhibit A to said Agreement. Pur¬ 
suant to section 19.11 of the MAPP 
Agreement the Administrative Commit¬ 
tee of the MAPP Pool is charged with 
preparation or amendment of Exhibit A, 
which indicates the points of intercon¬ 
nection between the Pool Participants. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 25, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules. The 
application is on file with the Commls- 


1 Interstate Power Company; Iowa ©e® 
Light and Power Company; Jowa-Hlinois w 
& Electric Company; Iowa Power and ug 
Company: Iowa Public 8ervlce 
Iowa Southern Utilities Company; 
perlor District Power Company; Mhmestr 
Power & Light Company; Montana-Pa* 
UtUlties Co.; Northern States Power 
pany; Northwestern Public Service Comp» 
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sion and is available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc. 74-13956 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RP74-97] 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. 
Notice of Proposed Change in Rates 

June 12.1974. 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. (MDU), 
400 North Fourth Street, Bismarck, 
North Dakota, filed on May 31, 1974 
proposed increased rates to its two juris¬ 
dictional customers. Wyoming Gas Com¬ 
pany (Wyoming Gas) and Byron Gas 
Sendee (Byron). MDU also proposed in¬ 
corporation in its Tariff of a Purchased 
Gas Cost Adjustment Provision <PGA). 
The proposed effective date is July 16, 
1974. 

According to MDU. the increased reve¬ 
nues from the rates as proposed would 
amount to $159,045 annually. MDU states 
that the proposed PGA would only be 
utilized if the resulting rate after cur¬ 
rent adjustments reflects an average 
annual cost of purchased gas in excess 
of 24.35 cents per Mcf. 

MDU states that its cost of service, as 
developed according to traditional FPC 
ratemaking principles, would justify an 
average unit rate of approximately 54 
cents per Mcf. MDU states, however, that 
it has agreed with its two jurisdictional 
customers, Wyoming Gas and Byron, to 
hie for lower rates (39 cents per Mcf 
for firm service and 36 cents per Mcf for 
interruptible service) and that Wyoming 
uas and Byron have agreed not to op¬ 
pose such lower rates. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
nmke any protest with reference to said 
nung should on or before June 21, 1974 
Sr i the Federal v Power Commission, 
Wwhington, D.C. 20426 a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance with 
^ requirementa of the Commission’s 
rmes of practice and procedures (18 CFR 
cL°miM 0) * m Protests filed with the 
° n be consi <*ered by it in 
^ appropriate action to be 

p otestants parties to the proceeding, 
a Dro^Su 11 wlsh in£ to become a party to 
In anv ° r Participate as a party 
tin T learing therein must file a peti- 
• n to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR Doc. 74-13957 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RP74-96] 

natural gas pipeline company of 

N . AMERICA 

0Uce of ^Posed Changes in Rates and 
Charges 


June 10. 1974. 
on May 31. 1974, 


Natu^i £° Uce that on Ma y 31, 1974 
lc a i N^t Ga5 | PiPellne Com Pany of Amer- 
atura D filed Seventeenth Revised 


Sheet No. 5, Fourth Revised Sheet No. 
119, and Third Revised Sheet No. 120-A 
to its FPC Gas Tariff, Third Volume 
No. 1, and Seventh Revised Sheet No. 
220 and First Revised Sheet No. 270 to its 
FPC Gas Tariff, Second Revised Volume 
No. 2. 

Natural states that the filed tariff 
sheets reflect increased charges for serv¬ 
ice under all of Natural’s rate schedules 
in its FPC Gas Tariff except Rate Sched¬ 
ule S-2. The proposed increased rates 
provide for a $58.3 million annual in¬ 
crease in jurisdiction revenues above the 
revenues collected under the rates pres¬ 
ently in effect subject to refund at 
Docket No. RP73-110 and provided for a 
$79.9 million revenue increase above 
revenues based on the proposed interim 
settlement rates in that rate proceeding. 
Of the indicated revenue increases, ap¬ 
proximately $7 million would have been 
billed under the advanced payment 
tracking procedure of the proposed set¬ 
tlement in Docket No. RP73-110. 

Natural states that the jurisdictional 
rates filed herewith are designed to en¬ 
able Natural to recover its increased 
jurisdictional cost of service for the test 
period which is based on the twelve 
months ended February 28, 1974, ad¬ 
justed to include the annualized effect of 
changes which are known and measur¬ 
able with reasonable accuracy and which 
will become effective by November 30, 
1974. In addition to the increased costs 
associated with advance payments, Nat¬ 
ural states that the principal increased 
costs result from a proposed increase in 
overall rate of return to 10.14 percent, 
which would permit a rate of return to 
equity of 15.25 percent, and a change in 
depreciation rate to 5.0 percent for all 
property which formerly was depreciated 
at a 3.5 percent rate. A 3.9 percent rate 
effective December 1, 1973 is pending 
Commission approval of Natural’s pro¬ 
posed settlement of Docket No. RP73-110. 

Natural states that the sales rates and 
charges proposed were derived from de¬ 
mand and commodity cost components 
utilizing an unmodified Seaboard cost 
classification and allocation. Natural’s 
last approved rates under Docket No. 
RP72-132 were derived on an unmodi¬ 
fied Seaboard basis, as were the present 
rates, in effect since December 1, 1973, 
subject to refund, in the current rate 
proceedings at Docket No. RP73-110. A 
settlement proposed in Docket No. RP73- 
110 is before the Commission wherein 
proposed interim settlement rates are 
based on an unmodified Seaboard cost 
allocation, pending the Commission’s de¬ 
cision on rate design which was tried 
separately before the Commission in that 
docket at a 
March 20, 1974. 

Copies of this filing have been mailed 
to the customers of Natural and inter¬ 
ested public bodies. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a pe- 
tion to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 


procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before June 24, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13959 Filed 6-J7-74;8:45 am] 


(Project No. 1892] 

NEW ENGLAND POWER CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 

June 12, 1974. 

On June 23, 1969, New England Power 
Company. Licensee for Wilder Project 
No. 1892, located in Orange and Windsor 
Counties. Vermont and Cheshire, Graf¬ 
ton and Sullivan Counties, New Hamp¬ 
shire, on the Connecticut River, filed an 
application for a new license under sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Federal Power Act and 
Commission regulations thereunder 
(§§ 16.1-16.6). Licensee also made a sup¬ 
plemental filing pursuant to Commission 
Order No. 384 on February 24,1970. 

The license for Project No. 1892 was 
issued effective January 1, 1938, for a 
period ending June 30, 1970. Since the 
original date of expiration, the project 
has been under annual license. In order 
to authorize the continued operation of 
the project pursuant to section 15 of the 
Act pending completion of Licensee’s ap¬ 
plication and Commission action thereon, 
it is appropriate and in the pubhc inter¬ 
est to issue an annual license to New 
England Power Company for continued 
operation and maintenance of Project 
No. 1892. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to New England Power Company 
(Licensee) under section 15 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act for the Period July 1,1974, 
to June 30, 1975. or until Federal take¬ 
over, or the issuance of a new license for 
the project, whichever comes first, for 
the continued operation and mainte¬ 
nance of the Wilder Project No. 1892, 
subject to the terms and conditions of 
its license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13958 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am J 


Notice of Application 

June 12, 1974. 

On May 30, 1974, Richmond Power & 
Light of the City of Richmond, Indiana 
(Richmond) filed a motion for an exten¬ 
sion of time within which to file a reply 
to the written comments which replies 
were to have been filed by June 5, 1974, 


(Docket Nos. RM74-22. E-8589. E-8550. ct al.\ 
hearing which ended NEW ENGLAND POWER POOL PARTICI¬ 
PANTS, ET AL AND APPALACHIAN 
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pursuant to the notice isued April 30, 
1974, in the above-designated matter. 
On May 31, 1974, a notice was issued ex¬ 
tending the time from June 5 to June 17, 
1974. 

On June 4, 1974, Richmond filed an 
application for an order for the pro¬ 
duction of documentary evidence or, in 
the alternative, for issuance of a sub¬ 
poena. In accordance with § 1.12 of the 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.12), answers to that application may 
be filed on onbefore June 19, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that the appli¬ 
cation filed by Richmond and the an¬ 
swers thereto, the comments and the 
replies thereto, and the motion for an 
extension of time will be presented for 
Commission consideration after June 19, 
1974. The date for filing replies to the 
written comments is June 17, 1974, 
unless later changed by Commission 
action. 

Kenneth F. Plxjmb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-13960 Filed 6-17~74;8:46 am] 


OHIO POWER CO. 

(Docket No. E-8827] 

Notice of Changes In Rates and Charges 
June 11, 1974. 

Take notice that American Electric 
Power Service Corporation (AEP) on 
June 3, 1974. tendered for filing on be¬ 
half of its affiliate, Ohio Power Company 
(Ohio), a Second Supplemental Agree¬ 
ment dated and effective February 15, 
1974 to the Interconnection Agreement 
dated January 17, 1950, between Ohio 
and Kentucky Utilities Company, desig¬ 
nated Ohio Rate Schedule FFC No. 22. 

Section 1 of the Second Supplemental 
Agreement provides for an increase in 
the Demand Charge for Short Term 
Power from $0.30 to $0.45 per kilowatt 
per week. Waiver is requested of any re¬ 
quirements not already complied with 
§ 35.13 of the Commission’s regulations 
under the Federal Power Act. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §5 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 21, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file the petition to intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file wih the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-13961 Filed 6-17-74;8:46 am) 


(Docket No. E-7317] 

PENNSYLVANIA POWER CO. 

Notice of Extension of Time and 
Postponement of Hearing 

June 11. 1974. 

On May 22, 1974, The Borough of Ell- 
wood City filed a motion for an extension 
of time and postponement of the hearing 
fixed by notice issued April 23, 1974 in 
the above-designated matter. The motion 
states that Pennsylvania Power Company 
and Staff Counsel have no objection to 
the motion. . 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates are fur¬ 
ther modified as follows: 

Service of rebuttal evidence by Ellwood City, 

July 22, 1974. 

Hearing, August 20, 1974 (10:00 am. e.d.t.), 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13962 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RP74-87] 

INVESTIGATION OF PENNZOIL COMPANY- 
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE COMPANY 
SPIN-OFF AND RELATED TRANSAC¬ 
TIONS 

Order Denying Request for Clarification 
and Other Relief and Ordering Further 
Procedures and Changing Date for Filing 
Evidence 

June 12, 1974. 

On June 3, 1974, Pennzoil Company 
(Pennzoil) filed a document entitled, 
“Answer and Request for Clarification 
and Other Relief of Pennzoil Company”. 
In that document, Pennzoil requests 
clarification and the elimination of issues 
set forth in our order of May 14, 1974, 
which initiated an investigation, ordered 
respondents to show cause, and estab¬ 
lished procedures in the above-entitled 
proceeding. Specifically, Pennzoil re¬ 
quests: (1) the elimination of show- 
cause aspects of the proceeding related 
to Sections 7 and 12 of the Natural Gas 
Act. (2) the elimination or, alternatively, 
the industry-wide expansion of the in¬ 
vestigation initiated under section 14, and 
(3) the placing of the burden of proof 
on the Commission Staff and Setting 
further procedural dates for filing of evi¬ 
dence by the Staff and Intervenors and 
for filing rebuttal testimony by Pennzoil 
and United Gas Pipe Line Company 
(United) * 


* On June 10, 1974, United filed a document 
entitled, “Answer of United Gas Pipe 
Line Company”, which sets forth its written 
position on the issues specified in our May 14, 
1974. order, denies that the transactions in¬ 
volved have or will result in any violation 
of the Natural Gas Act, and adopts Pennzoil’s 
request for expedited procedural dates and for 
shifting the burden of proof to Commission 
Staff. United's Answer states that it will re¬ 
spond fully to our investigation order by 
presenting evidence in the hearing ordered 
therein. Our response, below, to Pennzoil’s 
requests for changes in this proceeding la 
equally applicable to United’s requests. 


In support of Its request, Pennzoil 
argues, inter alia , that section 7 is not 
properly involved in this proceeding be¬ 
cause this Commission lacks jurisdiction 
over the issuance of securities by natural 
gas companies and lacks jurisdiction to 
impose restrictions on dividends (ex¬ 
cept as agreed to by an applicant as a 
condition to a grant of a certificate). 
Our order of May 4, 1974, initiated an 
inquiry into whether there is a statu¬ 
tory requirement that Pennzoil seek sec¬ 
tion 7(b) abandonment authorization 
from this Commission, “for the sever¬ 
ance of ( its] corporate ties” with United. 
The extent of our jurisdiction over secu¬ 
rity transactions generally, is not an is¬ 
sue necessarily dispositive of the sec¬ 
tion 7 issue involved here: whether the 
severance of corporate ties in this par¬ 
ticular instance is an abandonment for 
which authorization pursuant to the 
Natural Gas Act is required. Therefore, 
Pennzoil’s request to eliminate the sec¬ 
tion 7 aspects of this proceeding should 
be denied. 

Similarly, Pennzoil’s request to elimi¬ 
nate the section 12 show-cause aspects 
of this proceedings should be denied. 
Pennzoil argues that there were no 
transactions involving Pennzoil’s secu¬ 
rities and therefore the directors and 
officers of Pennzoil could not be involved 
in any violation of section 12. Further, 
Pennzoil asserts that since no officer or 
director of United received any money or 
thing of value with reference to a trans¬ 
action involving securities Issued by 
United, there can be no violation of sec¬ 
tion 12 by the officers and directors of 
United. As shown by the 8-1 Statement 
filed by United and repeated in our 
May 14, 1974, order, the Board of Di¬ 
rectors of Pennzoil on March 14, 1974, 
declared the stock dividend that consti¬ 
tuted the spin-off. Previously, on 
March 13, 1974, obviously with knowl¬ 
edge of the planned spin-off, United’s di¬ 
rectors declared a $100 million pre¬ 
ferred stock dividend to Pennzoil. The 
control of United by Pennzoil at the 
time of that declaration is undisputed. 
Pennzoil owned 100% of the common 
stock of United. Consequently, any pos¬ 
sible actions of Pennzoil’s directors and 
officers in influencing the declaration 
by United of that preferred stock divi¬ 
dend cannot be dismissed as appropri¬ 
ate on the grounds that there were no 
transactions involving Pennzoil securi¬ 
ties. Nor can the actions of United’s offi¬ 
cers and directors be perfunctorily dis¬ 
missed as appropriate on the assertions 
of Pennzoil’s answer to our order with¬ 
out further investigation and cross-ex¬ 
amination of the individuals involved. 
The hearing initiated by our May 14. 
1974, order will permit the officers and 
directors of United and Pennzoil to de¬ 
velop an evidentiary record to substan¬ 
tiate their positions. 

Pennzoil urges the elimination of tne 
Section 14 investigation or, alternatively, 
enlarging that investigation into an in¬ 
dustry-wide inquiry. In support, it states 
that the spin-off transaction is a matter 
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of public record and therefore the Com¬ 
mission has all of the information it 
needs to form the basis of a request to 
Congress for jurisdiction over security 
transactions of natural gas companies. 
As the May 14, 1974, order indicates, the 
investigation is not intended solely as 
an inquiry to determine legislative rec¬ 
ommendations. The spin-off and related 
transactions must be the subject of a full 
evidentiary record not only to ascertain 
what, if any, additional legislation may 
be required to permit the Commission to 
properly meet its statutory responsibili¬ 
ties under the Natural Gas Act, but also 
whether there have been or may be vio¬ 
lations of the Natural Gas Act. Pennzoil’s 
request for an enlargement of the in¬ 
vestigation to include an industry-wide 
presentation fails to recognize that 
Pennzoil’s actions and United’s actions 
(as a Pennzoil subsidiary) are unique 
among corporations within the industry, 
so far as we are aware. The impact of 
their actions can only be measured by 
an investigation of their situation. We 
perceive no advantage to an enlargement 
of our investigation at this time. Thus, 
Pennzoil’s request for dismissal of the 
Section 14 investigation or, alternatively, 
enlargement of that proceeding should 
be denied. 

Pennzoil’s request to place the burden 
of proof on our staff is misplaced. It er¬ 
roneously construes our May 14, 1974, 
order as "accusatory” and cites news¬ 
paper articles as a basis for arguing, in 
essence, that the order issued was a 
“staff” order and not a "Commission” 
order. The order issued was purposefully 
not an accusation of any person, individ¬ 
ual or corporation. It merely initiated an 
investigation and set forth, as required 
by our rules of practice and procedure, 
"... a statement of the particulars and 
matters which the Commission is inquir¬ 
ing, which shall be deemed to be tentative 
and for the purpose of framing issues for 
consideration and decision by the Com¬ 
mission in the proceeding. ...” (18 
C.F.R. 1.6(d)). The facts of the spin-off 
and related transactions are in the pos¬ 
session of Pennzoil and United and their 
officers and directors and, therefore, they 
are properly charged with the obligation 
to come forward with the evidence 
uniquely at their disposal and in their 
control, together with other material evi¬ 
dence they believe supports their actions. 

We wish to make clear that the staff 
of this Commission is conducting this 
investigation at the direction of the Com¬ 
mission. It has the responsibility to de¬ 
termine all relevant and material facts 
and issues and the obligation to present 
evidence and arguments in support of 
its findings and beliefs as they may re- 
S i the investigation and applicable 
statutory standards under the Natural 
pas Act. To this end and in light of the 
expedited procedural schedule set forth 
below, a presiding Administrative Law 
Judge should be promptly designated in 
order that he may become immediately 
available pursuant to 3 1.27 of the Com- 
ntission’s rules of practice and procedure 


(18 C.F.R. 1.27) to cause depositions to 
be taken or to cause to be issued sub¬ 
poenas duces tecum or other compulsory 
process as may be necessary to further 
the objects of this investigation. Prior 
to that designation, the Chief Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge is authorized to exer¬ 
cise those functions in this proceeding 
in conformity with 83 3.5(d) and 1.27 
of our rules. 

We agree with Pennzoil and United 
that this proceeding should be expedited. 
The uncertainties created by this pro¬ 
ceeding can have an unusually disruptive 
effect upon the market value of the se¬ 
curities of these companies and upon 
their financing capabilities in the future. 
The procedure set forth in our May 14, 
1974, order should be accelerated; how¬ 
ever, Pennzoil's suggested dates for the 
filing of Commission Staff and intervenor 
cases are overly restrictive to the partici¬ 
pants. Also, in order to give Pennzoil 
and United an opportunity for timely 
filing of their evidence, previously or¬ 
dered to be filed June 13, 1974, we shall 
extend that date by one day until June 14, 
1974, for the filing of evidence by Penn¬ 
zoil, United, their affiliates and directors 
and officers. We will also provide that 
the Commission Staff and any intervenor 
shall file evidence within three weeks fol¬ 
lowing the close of cross-examination on 
the evidence filed on June 14, 1974. Fur¬ 
ther dates for the filing of rebuttal evi¬ 
dence and other procedural dates may be 
determined by the presiding Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge. The date for the com¬ 
mencement of the hearing shall remain 
July 8,1974. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Pennzoil’s requests, other than for 
expedition, contained in its document en¬ 
titled, "Answer and Request for Clarifi¬ 
cation and Other Relief of Pennzoil 
Company” filed June 3, 1974, should be 
denied. 

(2) United’s requests, other than for 
expedition, contained in its "Answer of 
United Gas Pipe Line Company” filed 
June 10,1974, should be denied. 

(3) The evidence of Pennzoil, United, 
their aflaiiates, directors and officers 
should be filed on June 14. 1974. 

(4) These proceedings should be ex¬ 
pedited by the filing of the direct evi¬ 
dentiary case by the Commission staff 
and any intervenor three weeks from the 
close of cross-examination of the evi¬ 
dence filed June 14,1974. 

(5) A presiding Administrative Law 
Judge should be immediately designated 
in these proceedings. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The requests, other than for ex¬ 
pedition, contained in the document en¬ 
titled, "Answer and Request for Clarifi¬ 
cation and Other Relief of Pennzoil 
Company” filed June 3, 1974, are hereby 
denied. 

(B) The requests, other than for ex¬ 
pedition, contained in the document en¬ 
titled, "Answer of United Gas Pipe Line 
Company” filed June 10, 1974, are hereby 
denied. 

(C) Ordering paragraph (B) of the 
order of May 14, 1974, is changed to 


provide that the evidence of Pennzoil, 
United, their affiliates, directors and offi¬ 
cers shall be filed on June 14. 1974. 

(D) The Commission staff and any in¬ 
tervenor shall file their direct eviden¬ 
tiary case three weeks from the close of 
cross-examination upon the evidence 
filed June 14,1974. 

(E) The Chief Administrative Law 
Judge shall designate forthwith an Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge to preside over 
these proceedings. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doo/74-13970 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket Nos. E-7795, E-7989| 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO. 

Order In Compliance with Court Mandate 
June, 4, 1974. 

In 1964, Philadelphia Electric Com¬ 
pany (Philadelphia) and the Borough of 
Lansdale. Pennsylvania (Lansdale), en¬ 
tered into a three-year contract by which 
Lansdale would purchase a portion of 
its required electrical service from Phila¬ 
delphia. That contract was subsequently 
renewed at the expiration of each three 
year period. On November 12, 1971, 
Philadelphia and Lansdale negotiated a 
new contract by which Lansdale would 
receive all of its present electrical re¬ 
quirements (up to a maximum of 29,000 
kilowatts per month) from Philadelphia. 
The rates at w r hich this service would be 
provided were fixed at the same level as 
in the 1964 contract and were to be 
effective for a period of five years. 

Philadelphia sent the new agreement 
to the Commission for filing but later 
withdrew it and submitted a new filing 
which proposed rates higher than those 
set in the 1971 contract. Upon motion by 
Lansdale, the Commission rejected this 
rate increase as violating the unambigu¬ 
ous terms of the 1971 agreement which 
provided for a fixed rate for the life of 
the contract. In the same order, issued 
August 31, 1972, we also rejected the 
November 12. 1971, agreement itself. 
Philadelphia then submitted a new rate 
increase to the Commission pursuant to 
the original 1964 agreement which was 
still on file with the Commission. Lans¬ 
dale opposed Philadelphia’s action on the 
grounds that this latest filing was also 
made in violation of the 1971 fixed rate 
contract and should therefore be rejected 

On November 22, 1972 r we denied 
Lansdale’s motion to reject, suspended 
the effectiveness of Philadelphia’s rate 
increase, and set the matter for hearing. 
In this order, we stated that the 1971 
contract between Philadelphia and Lans¬ 
dale—which ordinarily would have 
barred any rate change during its 
life—was no longer controlling since that 
contract had never been filed with the 
Commission and was specifically re¬ 
jected by our earlier order. 

Upon appeal by Lansdale, the United 
States Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia Circuit reversed our order 
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and remanded the case for further pro¬ 
ceedings. 1 The Court held that we had 
erred in rejecting the 1971 contract 
without first holding a hearing as to 
whether this new rate schedule was con¬ 
sistent with the public interest. Accord¬ 
ingly, the Court found that the rates 
contained in the 1971 contract are cur¬ 
rently effective and any change in those 
rates would violate Sierra-Mobile 
doctrine.* * The Court further directed 
that the 1971 agreement be properly 
filed with the Commission, and that all 
other rate proceedings inconsistent with 
the 1971 contract, be dismissed. 

We now comply with the provisions of 
this mandate by dismissing all proceed¬ 
ings in Docket Nos. 7795 ana 7989 which 
involved proposed rate increases under 
the 1964 agreement between Philadel¬ 
phia and Lansdale. Philadelphia is di¬ 
rected to immediately file with the 
Commission its November 12, 1971, 

agreement with Lansdale. The rates 
contained in that contract are currently 
effective. Philadelphia, however, alleges 
that the rate provided in the 1971 con¬ 
tract is unreasonably low. The Commis¬ 
sion will therefore investigate the 
justness and reasonableness of this rate 
schedule in an appropriate hearing under 
the provisions of section 206(a) of the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 824e(a).* 

The Commission further finds: 

(1) It is necessary and appropriate 
in the administration of the Federal 
Power Act to dismiss all proceedings in 
Docket Nos. 7795 and 7989 in compli¬ 
ance with order of the Court of Appeals 
issued March 12, 1974. 

(2) Philadelphia should immediately 
submit for filing with the Commission 
its contract with Lansdale of Novem¬ 
ber 12. 1971. 

(3) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest to determine the just¬ 
ness and reasonableness of the rate 
schedule contained in the 1971 contract. 

The Commission orders: 

(1) All proceeding initiated by Com¬ 
mission orders issued November 22. 1972, 
and March 19, 1973, in Docket Nos. E- 
7795 and E-7989 respectively, are hereby 
dismissed. 

(2) Philadelphia shall immediately file 
with the Commission its contract with 
Lansdale negotiated on November 12, 
1971. 

(3) The rates contained in the Novem¬ 
ber 12, 1971, contract are currently ef¬ 
fective. The Commission shall enter upon 
a hearing pursuant to the provisions of 
section 206(a) of the Federal Power Act 
for purposes of determining whether or 
not the rate schedule contained in the 


* Borough of Lansdale, Pennsylvania v. 
FJP.C^ DC. Clr. Nos. 73-1031 and 73-1649, 
decided March 16. 1974. 

* FP.C. v. Sierra Pacific Poioer Co M 350 U.S. 
348 (1956). and United Gas Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany v. Mobile Gas Service , 360 UJ3. 332 
(1956). 

■The Commission may utilize the provl- 
aion8 of section 205(e) of the Act only if it 
determines to suspend a new rate schedule, 
with the provision for subsequent hearings, 
within 30 days after the filing. 


1971 agreement is in the public interest 
on November 26,1974, at 10:00 A.M. E.d.t, 
in a hearing room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street 
NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426. 

(4) Philadelphia shall file its direct 
evidence on or before August 6, 1974. On 
or before October 8, 1974, the Commis¬ 
sion Staff shall file its prepared testi¬ 
mony and exhibits. On or before Octo¬ 
ber 29, 1974, the prepared testimony and 
exhibits of all intervenors shall be filed. 
Any rebuttal evidence by Philadelphia 
shall be filed on or before November 12, 
1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, ' 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13963 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


(Project No. 18931 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW 
HAMPSHIRE 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 
June 10, 1974. 

On June 27, 1969, Public Service Com¬ 
pany of New Hampshire, Licensee for 
Amoskeag Project No. 1893, located in 
Hillsborough and Merrimack Counties, 
New Hampshire, on the Merrimack 
River, filed an application for a new li¬ 
cense under Section 15 of the Federal 
Power Act and Commission Regulations 
thereunder (§§16.1-16.6). Licensee also 
made a supplemental filing pursuant to 
Commission Order No. 384 on Febru¬ 
ary 17,1970. 

The license for Project No. 1893 was is¬ 
sued effective January 1, 1938, for a pe¬ 
riod ending June 30, 1970. Since the 
original date of expiration, the project 
has been under annual license. In order 
to authorize the continued operation of 
the project pursuant to section 15 of the 
Act pending completion of Licensee's ap¬ 
plication and Commission action thereon, 
it is appropriate and in the public inter¬ 
est to issue an annual license to Public 
Service Company of New Hampshire for 
continued operation and maintenance 
of Project No. 1893. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to Public Service Company of New 
Hampshire (Licensee) under Section 15 
of the Federal Power Act for the period 
July 1. 1974, to June 30, 1975, or until 
Federal takeover, or the issuance of a 
new license for the project, whichever 
comes first, for the continued operation 
and maintenance of the Amoskeag Proj¬ 
ect No. 1893, subject to the terms and 
conditions of its license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-13965 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 
[Project No. 19131 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW 
HAMPSHIRE 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 
June 10,1974. 

On June 27, 1969. Public Service Com¬ 
pany of New Hampshire, Licensee for 


Hookset Project No. 1913, located in 
Merrimack County, New Hampshire, on 
the Merrimack River, filed an applica¬ 
tion for a new license under Section 15 
of the Federal Power Act and Commis¬ 
sion regulations thereunder <§§ 16.1- 
16.6). Licensee also made a supplemental 
filing pursuant to Commission Order No. 
384 on February 17,1970. 

The license for Project No. 1913 was 
issued effective January 1, 1938, for a 
period ending June 30, 1970. Since the 
original date of expiration the project 
has been under annual license. In order 
to authorize the continued operation of 
the project pursuant to Section 15 of the 
Act pending completion of Licensees 
application and Commission action 
thereon, it is appropriate and in the 
public interest to issue an annual li¬ 
cense to Public Service Company of New 
Hampshire for continued operation and 
maintenance of Project No. 1913. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
Issued to Public Service Company of New 
Hampshire (Licensee) under Section 15 
of the Federal Power Act for the period 
July 1, 1974, to June 30, 1975, or until 
Federal takeover, or the issuance of a 
new license for the project, whichever 
comes first, for the continued operation 
and maintenance of the Hookset Project 
No. 1913, subject to the terms and con¬ 
ditions of its license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-13964 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am) 


[ Docket No. CI74-693] 

SKLAR & PHILLIPS OIL CO., ET AL 
Notice of Application 

June 12,1974. 

Take notice that on May 28, 1974, 
Sklar & Phillips Oil Co., et al. (Appli¬ 
cants), P.O. Box 3735, Shreveport, Lou¬ 
isiana 71103, filed in Docket No. CI74-693 
an application pursuant to section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the sale for resale and delivery 
of natural gas in interstate commerce 
to Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Tenneco, Inc., from the Deep 
Lake Field, Cameron Parish, Louisiana, 
all as more fully set forth in the applica¬ 
tion which is on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and open to public inspection. * 

Applicants state that they intend to 
commence the sale of natural gas within 
the contemplation of § 157.29 of the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.29) and propose to continue 
said sale for one year from the end of 
the 60-day emergency period within the 
contemplation of § 2.70 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s General Policy and Interpretations 
(18 CFR 2.70). Applicants propose to 
charge and collect 50.0 cents per Mcf at 
15.025 psia, subject to upward Btu ad¬ 
justment from a base of 1,015 Btu per 
cubic foot and downward Btu adjustment 
from a base of 1,000 Btu per cubic foot* 
The buyer's obligation to purchase is 
limited to 4,000 Mcf of gas per day. 
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Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 1, 
1974 . file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re¬ 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

I PR Doc.74-13966 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 amj 


(Docket No. RP72-99J 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Notice of Tariff Filing 

June 11. 1974. 

Take notice that Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corporation (Transco) on 
May 31, 1974, tendered for filing two re¬ 
vised tariff sheets to its FPC Gas Tariff, 
First Revised Volume No. 1 to become 
effective July 1,1974. Transco states that 
pursuant to the provision contained in 
its Tariff providing for “tracking” of 
curtailment credits and debits. Transco 
Proposes to decrease its rates effective 
July l, 1974, to reflect the balance of 
credits in the Deferred Account as of 
April 30, 1974. 

According to Transco. Ninth Revised 
Sheet No. 5 and Sixth Revised Sheet No. 
o included in the filing reflect a decrease 
of . 6 c 4 per Mcf In Zone 1. .3* per Mcf in 
^one 2 and .5* per Mcf in Zone 3 in the 
commodity rate or delivery charge of 
g* Company’s CD, G, OG, E, PS and 
*>-2 rate schedules. 

^eCompany states that copies of the 
111111 g k&ve been mailed to each of the 


Company’s jurisdictional customers and 
interested State Commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commissio n’s ru le of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore June 21, 1974. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this ap¬ 
plication are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

, Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-13968 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 amj 


(Docket No. RP74-351 

UNITED NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Proposed PGA Rate Adjustment 
June 11. 1974. 

Take notice that on June 3, 1974 
United Natural Gas Company (United), 
tendered for filing as part of its FPC 
Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1, Sub¬ 
stitute Fifth Revised Sheet No. 3-A to 
be effective May 1.1974. 

On April 26, 1974 United filed Fifth 
Revised Tariff Sheet No. 3-A to be effec¬ 
tive May 1, 1974. Subsequent to this fil¬ 
ing, United states that it received notifi¬ 
cation of revised rate changes by Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corporation at 
Docket No. RP72-98 and Transconti¬ 
nental Gas Pipe Line Corporation at 
Docket No. RP73-69. United states that 
the sole purpose of this revised tariff 
sheet is to adjust United’s rates to reflect 
these revised rate changes pursuant to 
the PGA provision In Section 16 of the 
General Terms and Conditions approved 
by the Commission’s Order issued De¬ 
cember 10, 1973, in Docket No. RP74- 
35. United further states that such tariff 
sheet reflects an adjustment In United’s 
rates of .19* per Mcf on Substitute Fifth 
Revised Sheet No. 3-A, which results in 
an annual revenue increase of $86,161 
over those rates that would be generated 
under Fourth Revised Sheet No. 3-A, ef¬ 
fective April 6,1974. 

United also requests a waiver of Sec¬ 
tion 16.6 of the General Terms and Con¬ 
ditions of its FPC Tariff relating to the 
45-day notice requirement of a rate 
change due to not receiving its suppliers’ 
revised rates in sufficient time to make a 
timely filing. Additionally, United re¬ 
quests a waiver of any of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules and regulations as may be 
required to permit Substitute Fifth Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 3-A submitted herewith 
to become effective May 1, 1974, as pro¬ 
posed above. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 


Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE, Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules or practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before June 24, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protest¬ 
ants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file 
a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13369 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 ain] 


(Project No. 1744J 

UTAH POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Annual License 
June 12, 1974. 

On June 24, 1969, Utah Power & Light 
Company, Licensee for Weber Project 
No. 1744, located in Davis, Morgan, and 
Weber Counties, Utah, on the Weber 
River, filed an application for a new 
license under section 15 of the Federal 
Power Act and Commission regulations 
thereunder (§§16.1-16 6). Licensee also 
made a supplemental filing pursuant to 
Commission Order No. 384 on Feb¬ 
ruary 9. 1970. 

The license for Project No. 1744 was 
issued effective June 1, 1927, for a period 
ending June 30, 1970. Since the original 
date of expiration, the project has been 
under annual license. In order to author¬ 
ize the continued operation of the project 
pending completion of Licensee’s appli¬ 
cation and Commission action thereon, 
it is appropriate and in the public in¬ 
terest to issue an annual license to 
Utah Power & Light Company for con¬ 
tinued operation and maintenance of 
Project No. 1744. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to Utah Power & Light Company 
(Licensee) under Section 15 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act for the period July 1, 
1974, to June 30, 1975, or until federal 
takeover, or the issuance of a new li¬ 
cense for the project, whichever comes 
first, for the continued operation and 
maintenance of the Weber Project No. 
1744, subject to the terms and condi¬ 
tions of its license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-13971 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

INTERMOUNTAIN BANCORP, INC. 

Order Approving Formation of Bank 
Holding Company and Acquisition 

Intermountain Bancorp, Inc., West¬ 
minster, Colorado (“Intermountain”), 
has applied for the Board’s approval 
under section 3(a) (1) of the Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (1) )* 


No. m 


8 
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of formation of a bank holding company 
through acquisition of 86 percent or more 
of the voting shares of First National 
Bank, Westminster, Colorado (“Bank”). 

At the same time. First Plaza Company. 
Lincoln, Nebraska (“First Plaza”), a 
bank holding company by virtue of its 
ownership of 86 percent of the shares of 
Bank, and Intermountain have applied 
for the Board’s approval under section 
4(c) (8) of the Act and § 225.4(b) (2) of 
the Board’s Regulation Y, to acquire all 
of the voting shares of Intermountain 
Mortgage Co., and Intermountain Insur¬ 
ance, Inc., ooth of Westminster, Colo¬ 
rado. Intermountain Mortgage Co. will 
engage de novo in the activities of mak¬ 
ing or acquiring for its own account or 
the account of others, loans and other 
extensions of credit for any person; serv¬ 
icing loans and other extensions of 
credit for any person; and performing 
mortgage activities of a kind heretofore 
performed by Bank. Intermountain In¬ 
surance, Inc. will succeed to the insur¬ 
ance business of First Plaza, and thereby 
engage in the activities of agent or broker 
with respect to declining term credit life, 
and credit accident and health insurance 
sold in connection with consumer loans 
made by Bank, and general insurance for 
the holding company and subsidiaries. 
Such activities have been determined by 
the Board to be closely related to bank¬ 
ing (12 CFR 225.4(a) (1) (3), and (9)). 

Notice of the applications, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views has been given 
in accordance with section 3 and 4 of the 
Act (29 FR 12177). The time for filing 
comments and views has expired, and 
all comments and views received have 
been considered in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)), and the public interest factors 
specified in section 4(c) (8) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1843(c)). 

First Plaza, Bank’s existing parent 
corporation, has formed Intermountain 
to effectuate a corporate reorganization 
that is designed to enlarge the ownership 
of the holding company to include all 
of the shareholders of Bank, to facilitate 
the financing of a new bank building, 
and to transfer the present and proposed 
holding company activities to subsidiaries 
of Intermountain. By means of the cor¬ 
porate reorganization, First Plaza pro¬ 
poses to change its direct ownership of 
shares of Bank to indirect ownership 
through Intermountain, a proposed sub¬ 
sidiary of First Plaza; and also proposes 
to acquire shares of Intermountain In¬ 
surance, Inc., and Intermountain Mort¬ 
gage Co. 

Bank (deposits of $27.4 million as of 
June 30, 1973) is the 23rd largest of 
68 banks in the Denver banking market, 
which is the revelant banking market, 1 * * * 
and controls less than 1 per cent of the 
total deposits in commercial banks in 
the market. In view of the fact that 
this proposal represents only a corporate 


1 The Denver banking market is approxi¬ 

mated by Adams. Arapahoe, Denver, and Jef¬ 

ferson Counties and the Broomfield area of 

Boulder County. 


restructuring, consummation of the pro¬ 
posal would not eliminate any existing 
or potential competition, increase con¬ 
centration of banking resources, nor have 
any adverse effects on the other banks 
in the relevant market. Accordingly, com¬ 
petitive considerations are regarded as 
consistent with approval of the appli¬ 
cation. 

The financial condition, managerial 
resources, and future prospects of Bank 
are regarded as satisfactory; the man¬ 
agement of First Plaza and Intermoun¬ 
tain is satisfactory, their financial con¬ 
dition and future prospects appear 
favorable. Considerations relating to the 
convenience and needs of the community 
to be served are consistent with approval 
of the application. It is the Board’s 
judgment that the proposed acquisition 
of Bank would be consistent with the 
public interest, and that the application 
to acquire Bank should be approved. 

First Plaza currently operates an in¬ 
surance agency, on Bank’s premises, en¬ 
gaged in the sale of credit life and credit 
accident and health insurance sold in 
connection with consumer loans made by 
Bank. Incident to the reorganization. In¬ 
termountain proposes to acquire this in¬ 
surance business and operate it as In¬ 
termountain Insurance, Inc. (“Insur¬ 
ance”) . Approval of this proposal would 
ensure that such insurance will continue 
to be available to Bank’s customers. In 
view of the limited nature of this insur¬ 
ance business and the fact that Appli¬ 
cant’s acquisition of Insurance is part of 
a corporate reorganization, it does not 
appear that any existing or potential 
competition would be eliminated by the 
acquisition of Insurance. 

First Plaza and Intermountain pro¬ 
pose that Intermountain Mortgage Co. 
(“Mortgage”) would engage de novo in a 
mortgage banking business. Approval of 
this proposal would enable Intermoun¬ 
tain to offer expanded mortgage services. 
In view of the fact that Mortgage is a 
de novo company, it does not appear that 
any existing or potential competition 
would be eliminated upon consumma¬ 
tion of the proposal. 

There is no evidence in the record to 
indicate that consummation of the pro¬ 
posal to acquire Insurance or Mortgage 
would result in any undue concentration 
of resources, unfair competition, con¬ 
flicts of interests, unsound banking prac¬ 
tices, or other adverse effects upon the 
public interest. Based upon the foregoing 
and other considerations reflected in the 
record, the Board has determined that 
the balance of the public interest factors 
the Board is required to consider under 
section 4(c)(8) is favorable and that the 
applications to acquire Insurance and 
Mortgage should be approved. 

Accordingly, the applications are ap¬ 
proved for the reasons summarized above. 
The acquisition of Bank shall not be 
made before the thirtieth calendar day 
following the effective date of this order. 
The acquisition of Bank, Insurance, and 
Mortgage shall be made not later than 
three months after the effective date of 
this order, unless such period is extended 
for good cause by the Board, or by the 


Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas City 
pursuant to delegated authority. The de¬ 
terminations as to Insurance and Mort¬ 
gage are subject to the conditions set 
forth in § 225.4(c) of Regulation Y and 
to the Board’s authority to require such 
modification or termination of the ac¬ 
tivities of a holding company or any of 
its subsidiaries as the Board finds neces¬ 
sary to assure compliance with the pro¬ 
visions and purposes of the Act and the 
Board’s regulations and orders issued 
thereunder, or to prevent evasion thereof. 

By order of the Board of Governors , 5 
effective June 7,1974. 

tSEALl Chester B. Feldberg, 
Secretary of the Board. 

| FR Doc.74-13851 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


MORAMERICA FINANCIAL CORP. 

Acquisition of Bank; Correction 

MorAmerica Financial Corporation, 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa (“MorAmerica’’), a 
bank holding company within the mean¬ 
ing of the Bank Holding Company Act 
of 1956, as amended, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(5) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(5)) to merge with an¬ 
other bank holding company, Bezanson 
Investments, Inc., Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
(“Bezanson”), under the charter and 
name of MorAmerica. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the applica¬ 
tion are set forth in section 3(c) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

MorAmerica is also engaged ip the 
following non bank activities: Morris 
Plan financing, investment in a small 
business investment company, mortgage 
lending, personal property leasing, 
ownership of a licensed intrastate dealer 
in securities of Applicant, the travel 
agency business, and ownership, leasing 
and development of real property; and 
Bezanson is engaged in the activities of 
a general insurance agency. In addition 
to the factors the Board considers under 
section 3(c) of the Act (banking factors) 
the proposal will also be considered in 
the light of the companies nonbanking 
activities and the provisions and pro¬ 
hibitions in section 4 of the Act (12 UJS.C. 
1843). 

Section 4 of the Bank Holding Com¬ 
pany Act (12 U.S.C. 1843) provides cer¬ 
tain privileges (“grandfather privileges”) 
with respect to nonbanking activities of 
a company that, by virtue of the 1970 
amendments to the Bank Holding Com¬ 
pany Act, became subject to the Bank 
Holding Company Act. Pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 4(a) (2) of the Act, a “company cov¬ 
ered *in 1970” may continue to engage, 
either directly or through a subsidiary, in 
nonbanking activities that such a com¬ 
pany was lawfully engaged in on June 30, 
1968 (or on a date subsequent to June 30, 
1968, in the case of activities carried on 
as a result of the acquisition by such 


8 Voting for tills action: Chairman Burns 
and Governors Mitchell. Brimmer, Sheehan, 
Bucher, Holland, and Walllch. 
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company or subsidiary, pursuant to a 
binding written contract entered into on 
or before June 30, 1968, of another com¬ 
pany engaged In such activities at the 
time of the acquisition), and has been 
continuously engaged in since June 30, 
1968 (or such subsequent date). 

However, section 4(a) (2) provides that 
the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System may, after opportunity 
for hearing, terminate the authority 
granted by said section if, having due 
regard to the purposes of the Act, the 
Board determines that such action is 
necessary to prevent undue concentration 
of resources, decreased or unfair compe¬ 
tition, conflicts of interest, or unsound 
banking practices. An examination of the 
grandfather privileges of MorAmerica 
and Bezanson is in process, incident to 
the instant application, to determine 
whether continuation of such privileges, 
if any, is consistent wit}i the purposes of 
the Act. A Board determination not to 
terminate grandfather privileges at this 
time would not preclude the Board from 
making determination at a later date 
that grandfathered activities must be 
terminated. 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
merger application should submit his 
views in writing to the Secretary, Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys¬ 
tem. In addition, interested persons are 
hereby afforded an opportunity to sub¬ 
mit relevant data, views, and arguments 
and requests for hearing relating to con¬ 
tinuation of the grandfather privileges 
of subject companies in relation to the 
listed activities. Any such material should 
be submitted in writing to the Secretary, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, Washington, D.C., to be 
received no later than July 3, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 10,1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[PR Doc.74-13845 Piled 6-17-74;8:45 am) 

morris COUNTY BANKSHARES, INC. 
Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Morris County Bankshares, Inc., 
Naples, Texas, has applied for the 
Boards approval under section 3(a)(1) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company through acquisition of 
100 percent of the voting shares (less 
directors’ qualifying shares) of Morris 
County National Bank of Naples, Naples, 
lexas. The factors that are considered in 
acting on the application are set forth 
® section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
lo42(c)). 

TIle a PPlication may be inspected at 
e office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 
ny person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ- 
to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
01 the Federal Reserve System, Wash¬ 


ington, D.C. 20551 to be received not 
later than July 8,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 11,1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Board. 
(PR Doc.74-13846 Piled 6-17-74;8:45 ainl 


SOUTHEAST BANKING CORP. 

Acquisition of Bank 

Southeast Banking Corporation, 
Miami, Florida, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a) (3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to engage in a joint 
venture with Sun Banks of Florida, Inc., 
Orlando, Florida, through the acquisi¬ 
tion of 23 percent or more of the voting 
shares of Bank of Lake Buena Vista, 
Lake Buena Vista, Florida. The factors 
that are considered in acting on the ap¬ 
plication are set forth in section 3(c) of 
the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be Inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit his views in 
writing to the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys¬ 
tem, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be re¬ 
ceived not later than July 8, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 10,1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Board . 

iFR Doc.74-13849 Piled 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


SOUTHERN BANCORPORATION 
Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

Southern Bancorporation, Birming¬ 
ham, Alabama, a bank holding company 
within the meaning of the Bank Holding 
Company Act, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to 
acquire 80 percent or more of the voting 
shares of Capitol National Bank of 
Montgomery, Montgomery, Alabama 
(“Bank”). 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views has been 
given in accordance with section 3(b) of 
the Act. The time for filing comments 
and views has expired, and this Federal 
Reserve Bank has considered the appli¬ 
cation and all comments received in 
light of the factors set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Applicant, the fourth largest banking 
organization in Alabama, controls nine 
banks with aggregate deposits of $715.6 
million, representing 10.1 percent of de¬ 
posits in all commercial banks in the 
state. (All banking data are as of June 
30, 1973, and reflect acquisitions and 
formations approved through May 1, 
1974.) Acquisition of Bank having de¬ 
posits of $10 million, would increase 
Applicant’s share of Alabama commer¬ 


cial bank deposits by .1 percent and 
would change Applicant's rank in size 
from fourth to third. No undue concen¬ 
tration of banking resources in Alabama 
would result. 

Applicant is seeking to make an initial 
entry into the Montgomery Banking 
Market, consisting of Elmore and Mont¬ 
gomery Counties. The ten banking orga¬ 
nizations in the market control $626.4 
million in commercial bank deposits. Ap¬ 
plicant, in acquiring Bank, will control 
the seventh largest bank in the market, 
with $10 million in deposits, or 1.6 per¬ 
cent of total commercial bank deposits in 
the market. 

Applicant’s closest subsidiary bank is 
located in Jefferson County, approxi¬ 
mately 95 miles from Bank. No competi¬ 
tion currently exists between Applicant's 
subsidiaries and Bank, and it is unlikely 
that significant future competition would 
develop between them because of the 
distance involved and Alabama’s branch¬ 
ing laws. The state’s three largest hold¬ 
ing companies each have banking sub¬ 
sidiaries in the market, each of which is 
at least six times as large as Bank. Ac¬ 
quisition of Bank by Applicant will not 
have any adverse competitive effects in 
any relevant area. 

The financial and managerial re¬ 
sources and prospects of Applicant, its 
subsidiaries, and Bank are considered to 
be generally satisfactory. The proposed 
affiliation with Applicant would provide 
Bank’s customers with data processing, 
leasing, trust service, and mobile home 
financing. Further, Applicant will pro¬ 
vide Bank with management training. 
Considerations relating to convenience 
and needs of the community to be served 
lend weight toward approval of the ap¬ 
plication. It is this Federal Reserve 
Bank’s judgment that consummation of 
the proposed transaction would be in the 
public interest and that the application 
should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calendar 
day following the effective date of this 
order or (b) later than three months 
after that date, unless such period is ex¬ 
tended for good cause by the Board, or 
by the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
pursuant to delegated authority. 

By order of the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Atlanta acting under delegated au¬ 
thority for the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, effective 
June 6,1974. 

[seal] Monroe Kimbrel, 

President. 

|PR Doc.74-13848 Piled 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


SUN BANKS OF FLORIDA, INC. 
Acquisition of Bank 

Sun Banks of Florida, Inc., Orlando, 
Florida, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a) (3) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 
(a)(3)) to engage in a joint venture with 
Southeast Banking Corporation, Miami, 
Florida, through the acquisition of 50 
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percent or more of the voting shares of 
Bank of Lake Buena Vista, Lake Buena 
Vista, Florida. The factors that are con¬ 
sidered in acting on the application are 
set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit his views in 
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, to be received 
not later than July 8,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 10,1974. 

[seal) Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-13850 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 


UNION BOND & MORTGAGE CO. 

Proposed Acquisition 

Union Bond & Mortgage Company. Port 
Angeles, Washington, has applied pur¬ 
suant to section 4(c) (8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843 
(c) (8)) and I 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s 
Regulation Y, for permission to acquire 
voting shares of Union Bond Insurance 
Agency, Inc., Port Angeles, Washington. 
Notice of the application was published 
on May 15, 1974, in The Daily News, a 
newspaper circulated in Port Angeles, 
Washington. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
subsidiary would engage in the activi¬ 
ties of insurance agency for credit re¬ 
lated life insurance; disability insur¬ 
ance; auto insurance covering collision, 
fire, theft, property damage, bodily in¬ 
jury, uninsured motorists and medical 
on occupants; fire insurance on dwell¬ 
ings and commercial property, marine 
insurance on boats, motors, boat trailers 
and equipment—also includes liability 
for damage to others; trailer insurance 
covering fire, theft, collision and lia¬ 
bility on travel trailers as well as mo¬ 
bile homes; cycle insurance covering 
collision, comprehensive, liability, prop¬ 
erty damage, uninsured motorist and 
medical on motorcycles; general liabil¬ 
ity insurance; commercial insurance- 
blanket bond and registered mail 
liability for banks comprehensive 
blanket policy for commercial ventures; 
Bonds-fidelity, commercial, contractors, 
notary, public official, miscellaneous in¬ 
demnity, fiduciary, forgery, court, con¬ 
struction. supply; and a small percentage 
of non-credit related insurance of the 
types mentioned above except life and 
disability insurance. Applicant states 
that such activities have been specified 
by the Board in g 225.4(a) of Regulation 
Y as permissible for bank holding com¬ 
panies, subject to Board approval of 
individual proposals in accordance with 
the procedures of § 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 


public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in effi¬ 
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair compe¬ 
tition, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit 
at the hearing and a statement of the 
reasons why this matter should not be 
resolved without a hearing. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of San 
Francisco. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington. D.C. 20551, not later than 
July 5, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, June 7, 1974. 

[seal) Theodore E. Allison, 

Assistant Secretary 

of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-13847 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 


ZIONS UTAH BANCORPORATION 
Order Approving Acquisition 

Zions Utah Bancorporation, Salt Lake 
City, Utah, a bank holding company 
within the meaning of the Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company Act, has applied for the 
Board’s approval, under section 4(c) (8) 
of the Act and 5 225.4(b)(2) of the 
Board's Regulation Y, to acquire all of 
the voting shares of Mauss Finance 
Company, Twin Falls, Idaho (“Com¬ 
pany") , a company that engages in the 
activities of making consumer install¬ 
ment loans, purchasing consumer in¬ 
stallment sales finance contracts, making 
loans to small businesses and selling 
credit insurance directly related to such 
extensions of credit. Such activities have 
been determined by the Board t o be 
closely related to banking (12 CFR 
225.4(a) (1) and (9)). 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views on the pub¬ 
lic interest factors, has been duly pub¬ 
lished (39 FR 13604). The time for filing 
comments and views has expired, and 
the Board has considered all comments 
received in light of the public interest 
factors in section 4(c) (8) of this Act. 

Applicant, the second largest banking 
organization in Utah, controls two banks 
with aggregate deposits of $383 million, 
representing about 16 percent of the total 
deposits in commercial banks in the 
State. 1 Applicant also controls seven in¬ 
dustrial banks in Colorado and other 
nonbanking subsidiaries engaged in con¬ 
sumer finance, equipment leasing, real 


x All banking data are as of June 30. 1973, 
and reflect bank holding company formations 
and acquisitions approved by the Board 
through April 30, 1974. 


estate development, and electrical supply 
activities.* 

Company, with total assets of $292,000, 
operates its sole office In Twin Falls, 
Idaho, and competes in the Jerome 
County market. Company competes with 
10 other consumer finance companies, 
four commercial banks and eight credit 
unions. Applicant has several subsidi¬ 
aries that make loans to individuals and 
businesses. The closest such office to 
Company is that of Financial Credit 
Corporation, Pocatello, Idaho (“FCC"), 
which is located approximately 100 miles 
from Company. Neither the Pocatello 
office of FCC nor any of Applicant's 
lending subsidiaries derive any signifi¬ 
cant business from the area served by 
Company. Conversely, Company does not 
operate in areas served by lending sub¬ 
sidiaries of Applicant. Accordingly, con¬ 
summation of the proposal would not 
eliminate any existing competition. In 
view of the large number of existing 
competitors in Company’s area and the 
distance separating Company from Ap¬ 
plicant’s other lending subsidiaries, it 
does not appear that Applicant’s acquisi¬ 
tion of Company would eliminate future 
competition or pose significant barriers 
to entry by other organizations. The 
Board concludes that no significant 
existing or potential competition would 
be eliminated upon approval of this 
application. 

Company is also engaged in the sale 
of credit life, credit health and acci¬ 
dent insurance directly related to its ex¬ 
tensions of credit. These insurance 
acivtities have been determined by the 
Board to be closely related to banking 
under § 225.4(a) (9) (11) of Regulation Y. 
In view of the limited nature of Com¬ 
pany’s insurance business, it does not 
appear that the continuation of these 
insurance activities of Company upon 
approval of the proposal would have any 
adverse effects on existing or potential 
competition. 

Applicant proposes to expand the 
types of lending services offered by Com¬ 
pany as well as to increase its lending 
capabilities through the resources of 
Applicant. Consummation of this pro¬ 
posal should enable Company to become 
a more effective competitor. There is no 
evidence in the record indicating that 
consummation of the proposed trans¬ 
action w f ould result in any undue con¬ 
centration of resources, unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, unsound 
banking practices or other adverse ef¬ 
fects on the public interest. 

Based upon the foregoing and other 
considerations reflected in the record, 
the Board has determined that the 
balance of the public interest factors 
the Board is required to consider under 
section 4(c) (8) is favorable. Accord¬ 
ingly, the application is hereby approved. 
This determination is subject to the 
conditions set forth in § 225.4(c) of 
Regulation Y and to the Board’s au- 


* By Order dated January 4.1973, the Boarf 
determined that Applicant must discontinue 
or divest its electrical supply activities prior 
to January 1,1981. 
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thority to require such modification or 
termination of the activities of a hold¬ 
ing company or any of its subsidiaries 
as the Board finds necessary to assure 
compliance with the provisions and pur¬ 
poses of the Act and the Board’s regu¬ 
lations and orders issued thereunder, or 
to prevent evasion thereof. 

The transaction shall be made not 
later than three months after the ef¬ 
fective date of this order, unless such 
period is extended for good cause by the 
Board or by the Federal Reserve Bank 
of San Franscisco. 

By order of the Board of Governors, 3 
effective June 10,1974. 

[seal! Chester B. Feldberg, 
Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc.74-13852 Filed 8-17-74:8:45 am] 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY PANEL FOR BIOPHYSICS 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Advisory 
Panel for Biophysics to be held at 9 a.m. 
on July 8 and 9,1974, in Room 338 at 1800 
O Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20550. 

The purpose of the panel is to provide 
advice and recommendations as part of 
the review and evaluation process for 
specific proposals and projects. The 
agenda will be devoted to the review and 
evaluation of research proposals. 

This meeting is concerned with mat¬ 
ters which are within the exemptions of 
5 U.S.C. 552(b) and will not be open to 
the public in accordance with the deter¬ 
mination by the Director of the National 
Science Foundation dated December 17, 
1973, pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463. 

Individuals requiring further informa¬ 
tion about this panel may contact Dr. 
Martin Schweizer, Program Director. 
Biophysics Program, Room 329, 1800 G 
Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20550. 

T. E. Jenkins, 
Assistant Director 
for Administration. 

June 5, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-13836 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
by the Office of Management 
and Budget on June 13, 1974 (44 USC 
«09). The purpose of publishing this list 
m the Federal Register is to inform the 
public. 


Voting for this action: Chairman Bums 
ana Governors Brimmer, Bucher, Holland, 
ua Wallich. Absent and not voting: Gover¬ 
nors Mitchell and Sheehan. 


The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, If 
applicable; the frequency with which the 
information is proposed to be collected; 
the name of the reviewer or reviewing di¬ 
vision within OMB, and an Indication of 
who will be the respondents to the pro¬ 
posed collection. 

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
which appear to raise no significant 
issues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release. 

Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget Washington, D.C. 
20503, (202-395-4529). 

New Fobms 

DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE 

Departmental:Survey of Resettlement Pro¬ 
gram Participants, Form .... Single time, 
Sunderhauf, Black and White tenants still 
possessing resettlement land. 

DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration: Survey of 
Use of Antibiotics in Clinical Practice, 
Form FDA 0604, Single time, Cay wood, 
Physicians. 

Health Resource Administration 
Analysis Design and Dissemination of Opti¬ 
mal Staffing Patterns for Group Practices 
Utilizing Physicians Assistants, Form 
HRABHRD 0610, Occasional, Raynsford. 
Individuals. 

Methods and Procedures for Maintenance of 
Data Quality, Form HRANCHS 0611, Single 
time, Reese, State health departments and 
licensure boards. 

Evaluation of Utah-MEDEX—: Impact on 
Health Care, Form HRABHSR 0503, Single 
time. HRD/Caywood, M.D., Physicians 
Assistant. 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Mobile Home Appraisal Report, Form 26-8712, 
Single time, Caywood, Appraisers. 

Revisions 

None. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of East West Trade: Request for and 
Notice of Amendment Action, Form DIB 
685P, Occasional, Evinger (x). 

Application Processing Card, Form DIB 
623P, Occasional, Evinger (x). 

Economic Development Administration: As¬ 
surances of Job Opportunities for the 
Unemployed, Form ED 612, Occasional, 
Evinger (x). 

DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Office of Education: 

Application for Federal Assistance (Non¬ 
construction) Instructions for Indian 
Education Program, Part A, Title IV, 
P.L. 92-318, Form OE 272, Annual, 
Evinger (x). 

Application for Federal Assistance (Non¬ 
construction) Education for the Handi¬ 
capped Instructions and Supplementary 
Questionnaire, Form OE 9037, Annual, 
Evinger (x). 

Application for Federal Assistance (Non- 
construction) Instructions for Parts B 
and/or C. Title IV, P.L. 92-318, Form OE 
267, Occasional, Evinger (x). 


Application for Federal Assistance (Non¬ 
construction) Instructions for Voca¬ 
tional Education Programs, Form OE 
3176, Annual. Evinger (x). 

Follow-up Correspondence on Delinquent 
Federal Student Loans, Title IV-B, P.L. 
89-329. Form OE 1249-1, Occasional, 
Evinger (x). 

Investigation Report on the Administra¬ 
tion of ESEA, Title I, Program Activities, 
Form OE 4517, Occasional, Evinger (x). 

School's Application for Federal Loan In¬ 
surance Comprehensive Certificate, Form 
OE 1156-2. Annual, Evinger (x). 

Report on ESEA Title I Comparability Re¬ 
quirements, PX. 89-10 as Amended, 
Form OE 4524, Annual, Evinger (x). 

Follow Through Classroom Roster, Form 
OE 4485, Occasional, Evinger (x). 

Survey of Foreign Language Registrations 
in U.S. Institutions of Higher Educa¬ 
tion, Form OE 7600, Annual, Evinger (x). 

Quarterly Program Progress Report, ESAA, 
Form OE 257. Quarterly, Evinger (x). 

Application for Federal Assistance (Non¬ 
construction Programs) Instructions for 
the Right to Read Program. Form OE 295, 
Annual, Evinger (x). 

Application for Federal Assistance (Non¬ 
construction Programs) for the Follow- 
through Program—Instructions and Sup¬ 
plementary Questionnaire, Form OE 4473, 
Annual, Evinger (x). 

Application for Federal Assistance (Non¬ 
construction Programs) Instructions for 
Teacher Corps Program, Form OE 298, 
Annual, Evinger (x). 

Application for Federal Assistance (Non- 
oonstruction Programs) for Title IV Civil 
Rights Act, Desegregation of Public Edu¬ 
cation—Instructions and Supplementary 
Questionnaire. Form OE 296, Occasional, 
Evinger (x). 

Certificate of Project Costs Capitalized In¬ 
terest Higher Education Facilities Act, 
Form OE 1144. Occasional, Evinger (x). 

Lenders Request for Payment of Interest 
on Student Loans, Form OE 1166. Oc¬ 
casional. Evinger (x). 

Current Project Report. Title I, PX. 88- 
204, Form OE 1118. Annual, Evinger (x). 

Report on Former Upward Bound Student. 
Form OE 1197, Occasional, Evinger (x). 

Report on Current Upward Bound Student, 
Form 1196, Occasional, Evinger (x). 

Application for Grants under College Li¬ 
brary Resources Program, Title II, Part 
A, Sections 202, 203, HEA of 1965. Form 
OE 3118, Annual, Evinger (x). 

Follow Through Parent Interview Form. 
Form OE 4485-1, Annual, Evinger (x). 

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer. 

I FR Doc.74-14041 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 

PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE 
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
COMMUNITY ADVISORY GROUP 
Charter 

1. Objectives and scope of activity . In 
furthering the goals of the Pennsylvania 
Avenue Development Corporation, with 
specific reference to section 9(a) of the 
Pennsylvania Avenue Development Cor¬ 
poration Act of 1972 (Pub. L. 92-578, 86 
Stat. 1266), the scope and function of 
the Community Advisory Group will be 
to provide an advisory forum for the 
Corporation to receive information and 
ideas from the community concerning 
preparation of its development plan. 
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Toward that end, the Group shall give 
interested parties outside the develop¬ 
ment area for Pennsylvania Avenue ef¬ 
fective access to the planning process 
of the designated development area, such 
area having been designated by Con¬ 
gress in Section 2 of the Act as one of 
utmost national and community impor¬ 
tance. The objectives of the Group shall 
be to: 

a. Establish, a climate of community in¬ 
volvement In the preparation of the devel¬ 
opment plan for the designated Pennsylvania 
Avenue area; 

b. Foster local Initiative, interest and par¬ 
ticipation from without the development 
area: 

c. Provide a forum so that opinions, ideas 
and grievances can be effectively presented 
to the Corporation during the preparation 
of the plan; and 

d. Seek out public sentiment on the pro- 
proposed plan and to reflect such sentiment 
back to the Corporation so that it might be 
taken into account in the preparation of 
the plan. 

2. Committee tenure. It is determined 
that the time necessary for the Commit¬ 
tee to effectively carry out these objec¬ 
tives is best limited to the actual prepa¬ 
ration period of the proposed plan and 
the Congressional review period which 
follows, terminating 60 legislative days 
after initial receipt by the Congress of 
the proposed plan for development of 
the Pennsylvania Avenue area. 

3. O fficial to whom Committee reports. 
Pennsylvania Avenue Development Cor- 
portation has designated Ms. Katharine 
Gresham, Urban Planner, as the official 
to whom the Community Advisory Group 
will report. 

4. Support services. Pennsylvania 
Avenue Development Corporation shall 
be responsible for all agency support, de¬ 
termined to be necessary to carry for¬ 
ward the advisory function of the Com¬ 
munity Advisory Group. 

5. Committee duties. The Community 
Advisory Group shall be responsible for 
the following duties: 

a. To present and discuss steps and ele¬ 
ments that might be considered for inclusion 
within the plan In Its preparation stages 
and recommend alternatives to the Corpora¬ 
tion for final determination as to their 
inclusion; 

b. To provide a communications link be¬ 
tween the Pennsylvania Avenue Development 
Corporation and the Washington Commu¬ 
nity at large; 

c. To prepare an annual report of its 
activities and recommendations that have 
occurred during the past year; 

d. To maintain competent and adequate 
records of all actions taken and detailed 
minutes of all meetings held; 

e. To provide for public meetings to be 
held at reasonable times and places at which 
interested persons may be permitted to speak 
out; and 

f. To generally follow all procedures as 
set out in the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (Pub. L. No. 92-463, 86 8tat. 770) and 
as implemented by guidance circular No. 
A -63 Rev, 27 March 1974 by the Office of 
Management and Budget and as published 
in the Federal Register Vol. 39 No. 67, 
5 April 1974. 

6. Estimated annual cost. Estimated 
annual operating costs of such committee 
shall not exceed $1,860, and estimated 


man/years for such committee shall be 
21 days 

~ 7. Meetings. Meetings of the Commu¬ 
nity Advisory Group shall be open to the 
public, with proper notice of such meet¬ 
ings being given through the publication 
in the Federal Register; such meetings 
shall occur at least bi-monthly and shall 
continue through to the termination date 
of the Group. 

8. Termination date. The existence of 
the Community Advisory Group shall 
terminate at the end of the Congres¬ 
sional review period of the completed 
plan as provided in Section 4(d) of the 
Act or on December 31, 1974, whichever 
date occurs first. 

9. Determination. Establishment of 
this Group Is determined to be in the 
public interest in connection with the 
performance of duties imposed on the 
Pennsylvania Avenue Development Cor¬ 
poration by Public Law 92-578, dated 
October 27, 1972. 

10. The date of this charter is June 
18, 1974. 

Peter T. Meszoly, 
General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.74-13924 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

{License No. 02/02-0273J 

INVERNESS CAPITAL CORP. 

Filing of Application for Transfer of Control 
of Licensed Small Business Investment 
Company 

Notice is hereby given that an appli¬ 
cation has been filed with the Small 
Business Administration (SBA) pursu¬ 
ant to section 107.701 of the regulations 
governing small business investment 
companies (13 CFR 107.701 (1974) for 
the transfer of control of Inverness 
Capital Corporation, a Delaware corpo¬ 
ration, with principal offices at 345 Park 
Avenue, New York, New York 10022, a 
Federal licensee under the Small Busi¬ 
ness Investment Act of 1958, as amended 
(the Act). 

Inverness Capital Corporation (ICC) 
was licensed on October 1, 1969, as a 
small business investment company 
under the Small Business Investment 
Act of 1958. However, its capital is cur¬ 
rently impaired under the regulations 
of the Small Business Administration and 
it proposes to enter into an agreement 
contemplating a financial reorganization 
with its parent, Inverness Industries, 
Inc., a Delaware corporation with prin¬ 
cipal offices at 345 Park Avenue, New 
York, New York 10022; Llennoco Cor¬ 
poration, a Delaware corporation with 
principal offices at 460 Park Avenue, New 
York. New York 10022; Harry S. Flem¬ 
ming, an individual residing at one 
Potomac Court, Alexandria, Virginia 
22314; and John W. Hanes, Jr., an indi¬ 
vidual residing at GunnelTs Rim Farm, 
600 Innsbruck Avenue, Great Falls, Vir¬ 
ginia 22066. 

It is contemplated that the proposed 
financial reorganization will ultimately 
result in the investment of between 
$500,000 and $1,200,000 of new capital In 
ICC. Upon consummation of the plan of 


reorganization, control will be trans¬ 
ferred from Inverness Industries Corpo¬ 
ration to Llennoco Corporation, which 
will be the majority stockholder in ICC. 

Llennoco Corporation is a privately 
held company engaged in the business of 
effecting investments in the area of ven¬ 
ture capital, special situations and other 
investment areas in which it discerns 
promising opportunities. Its officers and 
directors are as follows: 

Walter F. O'Connell. President, Treasurer, 
and Director, 110 East 67th Street, New York, 
N.Y.10022. 

John W. Hanes, Vice President and Direc¬ 
tor. 556 Park Avenue. New York, N.Y. 10021. 

Fred L. Greenley, Secretary. 

Ellen J. Maucher, Assistant Secretary. 

John W. Hanes, Jr.. Director. 

John M. Olin, Director. 

Eugene F. Williams, Jr., Director. 

The new officers and directors of ICC 
will be: 

John W. Hanes, Jr.. Chairman of the Board 
and Director.. 

Harry S. Flemming, President and Director. 

Margaret T. Weaver, Secretary. 

Tina L. Pugliese, Treasurer. 

Robert B. Deans, Jr.. Director. 

While at the present time none of the 
foregoing persons owns any shares of the 
Capital Stock of Inverness Capital Cor¬ 
poration. It Is contemplated that within 
approximately one year Harry S. Flem¬ 
ming and John W. Hanes, Jr. will invest 
sufficient funds in the capital stock of 
ICC to become holders of 10%, or more, 
of ICC’s total capital stock. 

In connection with the reorganization, 
ICC also seeks permission to change its 
office from 345 Park Avenue, New York. 
New York 10022 to 417 North Washing¬ 
ton Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22314, 
and to change its operating area from 
the State of New York to the State of 
Virginia. 

Matters involved In SBA’s considera¬ 
tion of the application Include the gen¬ 
eral business reputation and character 
of the proposed new owners, and the 
probability of a successful operation of 
the company under their control and 
management in accordance with the Act 
and Regulations. 

Notice Is further given that any person 
may submit comments on the proposed 
transfer of control to the Associate Ad¬ 
ministrator for Finance and Investment, 
Small Business Administration, 1441 L 
Street. NW., Washington, D.C. 20416 on 
or before July 28,1974. 

A similar notice shall be published by 
Inverness Capital Corporation in a news¬ 
paper of general circulation in New York, 
New York, and in Alexandria, Virginia. 

Dated: June 10,1974. 

James Thomas Phelan, 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
for Investment. 

|FR Doc.74-13856 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


{Notice of Disaster Loan Area 10691 

ARKANSAS 

Notice of Disaster Relief Loan Availability 
As a result of the President's declara¬ 
tion of the State of Arkansas as a major 
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disaster area following heavy rains and 
flooding beginning on or about May 14, 
1974, applications for disaster relief loans 
will be accepted by the Small Business 
Administration from flood victims in the 
following County: Phillips, and adjacent 
affected areas. 

Applications may be filed at the: 

Small Business Administration 
District Office 
600 West Capital Avenue 
Little Rock, Araknsas 72201 

and at such temporary offices as are es¬ 
tablished. Such addresses will be an¬ 
nounced locally. 

Applications for disaster loans under 
this announcement must be filed not later 
than August 5,1974. 

Dated: June 6,1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

fFR Doc.74-13858 Piled 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Notice of Disaster Loan Area 1064] 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Notice of Disaster Relief Loan Availability 

As a result of the President's declara¬ 
tion of the State of North Dakota as a 
major disaster area following heavy 
rains, snowmelt runoff, and flooding, be¬ 
ginning on or about April 14, 1974, appli¬ 
cations for disaster relief loans will be 
accepted by the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration from victims in the following 
Counties: Bottineau, Cavalier, McHenry, 
Pembina, Pierce. Renville, Rolette, 
Towner, Walsh, and Ward, and adjacent 
affected areas. 

Applications may be filed at the: 

Small Business Administration 
District Office 

Federal Office Building, Room 218 
653 Second Avenue North 
Fargo, North Dakota 58102 

and at such temporary offices as are es¬ 
tablished. Such addresses will be an¬ 
nounced locally. Applications will be 
processed under the provisions of Pub. L. 

93-24. 

Applications for disaster loans under 
this announcement must be filed not later 
than July 13,1974. 

Dated: May 16,1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator . 

[PR Doc.74-13859 Piled 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


[Notice of Disaster Loan Area 10681 

OHIO 

Notice of Disaster Relief Loan Availability 

As a result of the President's decla- 
ation of the State of Ohio as a major 
disaster area following severe storms and 
flooding beginning on or about April 8. 
applications for disaster relief 
** accepted by the Small Busi- 
Aciminls tration from flood victims 
[fl the following Counties: Lucas, Otta- 
wa and Sandusky, and adjacent affected 
areas. 

Applications may be filed at the: 


Small Business Administration 
District Office 
1240 East Ninth Street 
Cleveland, Ohio 44199 

and at such temporary offices as are 
established. Such addresses will be an¬ 
nounced locally. 

Applications for disaster loans under 
this announcement must be filed not 
later than August 5, 1974. 

Dated: June 6, 1974. 

Thomas S. Kleppe, 
Administrator . 
[FR Doc.74-13857 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 

DENTAL DRUG PRODUCTS ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Renewal 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act of October 6, 1972 (Pub. 
L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770-776; 5 U.S.C. 
App.), the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion announces the renewal by the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Health, Educa¬ 
tion. and Welfare, of the Dental Drug 
Products Advisory Committee for an ad¬ 
ditional period of 2 years beyond June 6, 
1974. 

Authority for this committee will ex¬ 
pire June 6, 1976, unless the Secretary 
formally determines that continuance is 
in the public interest. 

Dated: June 12. 1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 

Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance. 

[FR Doc.74-13863 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD TO NATIONAL 
CENTER FOR TOXICOLOGICAL RESEARCH 

Notice of Renewal 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act of October 6. 1972 (Pub. 
L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770-776; 5 U.S.C. 
App.), the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion announces the renewal by the Sec¬ 
retary, Department of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare, of the Science Ad¬ 
visory Board to the National Center for 
Toxicological Research for an additional 
period of 2 years beyond June 2, 1974. 

Authority for this committee will ex¬ 
pire June 2, 1976, unless the Secretary 
formally determines that continuance is 
in the public interest. 

Dated: June 12, 1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 

Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance. 

[FR Doc.74-13862 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 ami 


[FAP 4B2990] 

ROHM AND HAAS CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food Additive 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 


409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 
348(b) (5)), notice is given that a peti¬ 
tion (FAP 4B2990) has been filed by 
Rohm and Haas Co.. Independence Mall 
West, Philadelphia. PA 19105, proposing 
that $ 121.2526 Components of paper 
and paperboard in contact with aqueous 
and fatty foods (21 CFR 121.2526) be 
amended to provide for safe use of 
polymeth aery lie acid, sodium salt, hav¬ 
ing a viscosity in 40 percent by weight 
aqueous solution of 400-700 centipoises 
at 25° C., as a coating adjuvant for 
controlling viscosity in the manufacture 
of paper and paperboard intended to 
contact food. 

The environmental impact analysis 
report and other relevant material have 
been reviewed, and it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed use of the addi¬ 
tive will not have a significant environ¬ 
mental impact. Copies of the environ¬ 
mental impact analysis report may be 
seen in the office of the Assistant Com¬ 
missioner for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B-42 
or the office of the Hearing Clerk, Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 6-86, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville. MD 20852. 
during working hours, Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated; June 9,1974. 

Virgil O. Wodicka, 
Director, Bureau of Foods. 
[FR Doc.74-13861 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


Office of the Secretary 

PRESIDENTS COMMITTEE ON MENTAL 
RETARDATION 

Meeting 

The President’s Committee on Mental 
Retardation was established to provide 
advice and assistance in the area of 
mental retardation to the President in¬ 
cluding evaluation of the adequacy of 
the national effort to combat mental 
retardation; coordination of activities of 
Federal agencies; provision of adequate 
liaison between Federal activities and 
related activities of State and local gov¬ 
ernments, foundations and private or¬ 
ganizations; develop information de¬ 
signed for dissemination to the general 
public. The Committee will meet on 
Thursday, June 20, 9 a.m., at the Tem¬ 
ple University, Tomlinson Theater, 13th 
and Norris Avenue, Philadelphia, Penn¬ 
sylvania. for a regional forum on mental 
retardation. On June 21-22, beginning 
at 9 a.m. each day, the Committee will 
meet for their quarterly meeting at the 
Albert M. Greenfield Conference Center, 
9230 Germantown Avenue, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. The Committee will dis¬ 
cuss health, education, services, and 
legal rights as they relate to the men¬ 
tally retarded. These meetings are open 
to the public. 

Dated: June 11,1974. 

Fred J. Krause, 
Executive Director , President’s 
Committee on Mental Retar¬ 
dation. 

[FR Doc.74—14115 Filed 6-17-74:12:27 pm) 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateways 

June 12, 1974. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, al¬ 
leviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission’s Gateway Elimination Rules 
(49 CFR 1065 (a)), and notice thereof to 
all interested persons is hereby given 
as provided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion on or before June 28, 1974. A copy 
must also be served upon applicant or 
its representative. Protests against the 
elimination of a gateway will not operate 
to stay commencement of the proposed 
operation. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification. Protests, if any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC-730 (Sub-No. E13), filed May 1, 
1974. Applicant: PACIFIC INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., P.O. Box 
638, Oakland, Calif. 94612. Applicant’s 
representative: R. N. Cooledge (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals (except chemicals for human 
consumption, silicate of soda, petroleum 
products, liquid glue, and formaldehyde), 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of Oregon and Washington 
west of the summit of the Cascade Moun¬ 
tains to points in that part of New Mex¬ 
ico on and south of Interstate Highway 
40. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of points in California. 

No. MC-730 (Sub-No. E16), filed May 1, 
1974. Applicant: PACIFIC INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO.. P.O. Box 
638, Oakland, Calif. 94612. Applicant’s 
representative: R. N. Cooledge (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
petrochemicals (except liquid hydrogen), 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Texas, to points in that part of Oregon 
and Washington west of the summit of 
the Cascade Mountains. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in California. 

No. MC-730 (Sub-No. E17), filed May 1. 
1974. Applicant: PACIFIC INTER¬ 
MOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., P.O. Box 
638, Oakland. Calif. 94612. Applicant’s 
representative: R. N. Cooledge (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals (except chemicals for human 


consumption, silicate of soda, petroleum 
products, liquid glue, and formaldehyde), 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Texas to points in that part of Oregon 
and Washington west of the summit of 
the Cascade Mountains. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in California. 

No. MC-2226 (Sub-No. El), filed May 
10, 1974. Applicant: RED ARROW 

FREIGHT LINES, 3901 Seguin Road, 
P.O. Box 1897, San Antonio, Texas 78297. 
Applicant’s representative: Eugene C. 
Daniel (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except live¬ 
stock, Classes A and B explosives, liquid 
commodities in bulk, articles of unusual 
value, and household goods as defined 
by the Commission), from Galveston, 
Tex., and points in that part of Texas 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
United States-Mexico International 
boundary line near Del Rio, thence along 
U.S. Highway 277 to Abilene, Tex., thence 
along U.S. Highway 83 to the Texas- 
Oklahoma State line, near Perryton, 
Tex. (except points in Brazoria, Cham¬ 
bers, Galveston, Hardin. Jasper, Jeffer¬ 
son, Liberty, Matagorda, and Orange 
Counties). The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Houston, 
Texas. 

No. MC-2862 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: ARROW 

TRANSPORTATION, P.O. Box 4131, 
Portland, Oregon 97208. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Michael D. Crew, 620 Blue 
Cross Bldg., Portland, Oregon 97201. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (a) Liquid petro¬ 
leum products, from Seattle, Richmond 
Beach, and Tacoma, Wash., and Port¬ 
land, Linnton, Willbridge, Astoria, and 
Marshfield, Oreg., to points in Montana, 
and points in Lewis, Clearwater, Latah, 
Benewah, Shoshone, Kootenai, Bonner, 
and Boundary Counties, Idaho, (b) Liq¬ 
uid petroleum products and petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Anacortes. Wash., and points within 10 
miles thereof, and Neptune Beach, 
Wash, and points within 4 miles thereof, 
to points in Montana, (c) Liquid petro¬ 
leum products and petroleum products , 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Seattle, 
Richmond Beach, and Tacoma, Wash., 
and Portland, Linnton, Willbridge, As¬ 
toria, and Marshfield, Oreg., to points in 
Idaho County, Idaho, and on and south 
of U.S. Highway 12. (d) Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, as described in Appendix xm 
to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from 
Anacortes, Wash., and points within 10 
miles thereof, and Neptune Beach, 
Wash., and points within 4 miles thereof, 
to points in Idaho in and east of Lemhi, 
Custer, Blaine, Minidoka, and Cassia 
Counties, Idaho. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
points in Whitman, Garfield, Columbia, 
and Asotin Counties, Wash, (proposal 


numbers a and b), and Baker, Oreg. 
(proposal numbers c and d). 

No. MC-14702 (Sub-No. E33), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: OHIO PAST 
FREIGHT, INC., P.O. Box 808, Warren, 
Ohio 44482. Applicant’s representative: 
James M. Holland (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Structural frame 
steel, and metals and metal grading, 
lathes, mesh, panels, and partitions (ex¬ 
cept commodities which because of size 
and weight require the use of special 
equipment and commodities in bulk), 
between Warren and Youngstown, Ohio, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Minnesota on and north of a 
line beginning at the Minnesota- Wiscon¬ 
sin State line, thence west along Minne¬ 
sota Highway 97 to its intersection with 
Interstate Highway 35W, thence along 
Interstate Highway 35W to its intersec¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 10, thence along 
U.S. Highway 10 to its intersection with 
Minnesota Highway 25, thence along 
Minnesota Highway 25 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 12, thence along U.S. 
Highway 12 to its intersection with U.8. 
Highway 71, thence along U.S. Highway 
71 to the Minnesota-Iowa State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of (a) Warren, Ohio, and 
(b) the facilities of the Keene Corpora¬ 
tion at or near Vienna, W. Va. 

No. MC-30280 (Sub-No. E6>, (COR¬ 
RECTION). filed May 3, 1974, published 
in the Federal Register May 16, 1974. 
Applicant: WATKINS CAROLINA EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., P.O. Box 1636, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30301. Applicant’s representative: 
Paul Daniell (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, classes A 
and B explosives, livestock, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those in¬ 
jurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing) , from Columbus, Ga. to those points 
in South Carolina on and north of the 
line beginning at the North Carolina- 
South Carolina State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 178 to junction Interstate 
Highway 85, thence along Interstate 
Highway 85 to junction U.S. Highway 
76-123, thence along U.S. Highway 76- 
123 to Anderson, thence along South 
Carolina Highway 23 to Abbeville, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 72 to 
Greenwood, thence along South Carolina 
Highway to Columbia, thence along U S. 
Highway 76-378 to Sumter. thence 
along U.S. Highway 378 to junction Soutn 
Carolina Highway 527, thence along 
South Carolina Highway 527 to junction 
with U.S. Highway 52, thence along us. 
Highway 52 to Kingstree, thence along 
South Carolina Highway 261 to Yauhan- 
nan, thence along U.S. Highway 701 o 
Conway, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 544 to Murrell’s Inlet. The pur 
pose of this filing is to eliminate tne 
gateway of Greenville, S.C. The purpose 
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of this correction is to substitute South 
Carolina for Georgia in the territorial 
description. 

No. MC-30280 (Sub-No. E35) , filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
CAROLINA EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Paul Daniell (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, dairy 
products, livestock, acids, household 
goods as defined by the Commission* 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those in¬ 
jurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing), from Baltimore, Md., to points in 
Georgia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Charlotte, 
N.C., and Greenville, S.C. 

No. MC-30280 (Sub-No. 37), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
CAROLINA EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
1636, Atlanta. Ga. 30301. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Paul Daniell (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Textile 
products , from points in that part of 
South Carolina on and west of a line 
beginning at the North Carolina-South 
Carolina State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 601 to Pageland, thence along 
South Carolina Highway 151 to McBee, 
thence along U.S. Highway 1 to junction 
South Carolina Highway 341, thence 
along South Carolina Highway 341 to 
junction U.S. Highway 15. thence along 
U.S. Highway 15 to Walterboro thence 
along South Carolina Highway 64 to 
Jacksonboro, thence along U.S. Highway 
17 to Osborn, thence along South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 174 to Otter Island, to 
Baltimore, Md. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Gas¬ 
tonia, N.C. 

No. MC-30280 (Sub-No. E38), filed 
May 9. 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
CAROLINA EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul Daniell (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Textile 
products, from points in that part of 
South Carolina on and west of a line 
beginning at the North Carolina-South 
Carolina State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 52 to junction South Carolina 
Highway 51, thence along South Caro¬ 
lina Highway 51 to Kingsburg, thence 
along South Carolina 41 to Jamestown, 
thence along South Carolina Highway 
45 to McClellanville. thence along un¬ 
numbered route to Cape Romaine, to 
New York, N.Y. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Gastonia, 
N.C. 

No. MC-30280 (Sub-No. E39), filed 
M ay 9, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
CAROLINA EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul Daniell (same as 


above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Textile 
products, from points in that part of 
South Carolina on and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the North Carolina-South 
Carolina State line, thence along South 
Carolina Highway 145 to Chesterfield, 
thence along South Carolina Highway 
102 to Hartsville, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 15 to junction South Carolina High¬ 
way 176, thence along South Carolina 
Highway 176 to junction U.S. Highway 
52, thence along U.S. Highway 52 to 
Charleston, to points in that part of 
Pennsylvania on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Pennsylvania-New Jersey 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 22 
to junction unnumbered highway (for¬ 
merly portion U.S. Highway 22), thence 
along unnumbered highway through 
Upper Bern to junction U.S. Highway 22, 
thence along U.S. Highway 22 to Harris¬ 
burg, Pa., and east of U.S. Highway 15 
from Harrisburg to the Pennsylvania- 
Maryland State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Gastonia, N.C. 

No. MC-30280 (Sub-No. E40), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 

CAROLINA EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 
1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Applicant’s 
representative: Paul Daniell (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, dairy 
products, livestock, acids, household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities requir¬ 
ing special equipment, and those Injuri¬ 
ous or contaminating to other lading), 
from points in Hudson, Berger, Essex, 
Passaic, Union, and Middelsex Counties, 
N.J., to points in Georgia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Charlotte, N.C. and Greenville, S.C. 

No. MC—105984 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 5. 1974. Applicant: JOHN B. BAR¬ 
BOUR, JR., d/b/a, JOHN B. BARBOUR 
TRUCKING COMPANY. P.O. Box 577, 
Iowa Park, Tex. 76367. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: James W. Hightower. 136 
Wynnewood Professional Bldg., Dallas, 
Tex. 75224. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Machinery, materials, supplies and 
equipment, incidental to, or used in, the 
construction, development, operation, 
and maintenance of facilities for the dis¬ 
covery, development, and production of 
natural gas and petroleum, and pipe, 
pipe line materials, machinery and 
equipment, incidental to, or used in, the 
construction, repairing, or dismantling 
of gas, gasoline and oil, pipelines, except 
the stringing and picking up of pipe in 
connection with main pipelines: and (2) 
earth drilling machinery and equipment, 
and machinery, equipment, materials, 
supplies and pipe incidental to, used in, 
or in connection with (a) the trans¬ 
portation, installation, removal, opera¬ 
tion, repaii*, servicing, maintenance, and 
dismantling of drilling machinery and 


equipment; (b) the completion of holes 
or wells drilled; (c) the production, 
storage, and transmission of commodities 
resulting from drilling operations at well 
or hole sites; and (d) the injection or 
removal of commodities to or from holes 
or wells, between points in Louisiana and 
Oklahoma, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Montana, Utah, and 
Wyoming. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Texas. 

No. MC-105984 (Sub-No. E19), filed 
May 5, 1974. Applicant: JOHN B. BAR¬ 
BOUR. JR., d.b.a., JOHN B. BARBOUR 
TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 577, 
Iowa Park, Tex. 76367. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: James W. Hightower, 136 
Wynnewood Professional Bldg., Dallas, 
Tex. 75224. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 

(1) Machinery, materials, supplies, 
and equipment, incidental to, or used in, 
the construction, development, opera¬ 
tion, and maintenance of facilities for 
the discovery, development, and produc¬ 
tion of natural gas and petroleum, and 
pipe, pipe line materials, machinery, and 
equipment, incidental to, or used in, the 
construction, repairing, or dismantling 
of gas. gasoline, and oil pipelines (except 
the stringing and picking up of pipe in 
connection with main pipelines; and 

(2) Earth drilling machinery and 
equipment, and machinery, equipment, 
materials, supplies, and pipe incidental 
to, used in, or in connection with (a) the 
transportation, installation, removal, op¬ 
eration, repair, servicing, maintenance, 
and dismantling of drilling machinery 
and equipment; (b) the completion of 
holes or wells drilled; (c) the production, 
storage, and transmission of com¬ 
modities resulting from drilling opera¬ 
tions at well or hole sites; and (d) the 
injection or removal of commodities to 
or from holes or wells, between points in 
Baca County, Colo., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Wyoming 
on and north of a line beginning at the 
Wyoming-Utah State line, and extend¬ 
ing along Interstate Highway 80 to U.S. 
Highway 187, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 187 to its intersection with Wyom¬ 
ing Highway 28, thence along Wyoming 
Highway 28 to its intersection with Wy¬ 
oming Highway 789, thence along Wy¬ 
oming Highway 789 to its intersection 
with U.S. Highway 16, thence along U.S. 
Highway 16 to the Wyoming-South 
Dakota State line, and points in Mon¬ 
tana. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Texas. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E17), filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals as defined in The Maxwell 
Co., Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677 
(except liquefied petroleum gases), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that.part of California in and south of 
Inyo, Fresno, Madera, Mariposa, Stanis- 
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laus, San Joaquin, Contra Costa, and 
Marine Counties, to points in Delaware. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Houston, Tex., and 
Baltimore, Md. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E18>. filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals as defined in The Maxwell 
Co ., Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677 
(except liquefied petroleum gases), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in that 
part of California on and south of a line 
beginning at Morro Bay, thence along 
California Highway 41 to junction U.S. 
Highway 101, thence along U.S. Highway 
101 to junction California Highway 58. 
thence along California Highway 58 to 
Barstow, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 15 to the Calif ornia-Nevada State 
line, to points in Maine. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Houston. Tex.. Pittsburgh, Pa., and 
Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC—110525 (Sub-No. E20), filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC.. P. 9 . Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals as described in The Maxwell 
Co., Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677, 
(except liquified petroleum gases), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of California on and south of 
U.S. Highway 80 to points in Massachu¬ 
setts. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in 
Harris County, Texas, Baltimore, Md., 
and Newark, N.J. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E21), filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals as defined in The Maxwell 
Co., Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677, 
(except liquified petroleum gases), in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
that part of California in and south of 
Santa Cruz, Santa Clara, Merced, Mari¬ 
posa, Madera, and Mono Counties, to 
points in New Hampshire. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of points in Harris County. Tex., Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa., and Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E24), filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pennsylvania 19335. 
Applicant’s representative: Thomas J. 
O’Brien (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals as defined 


in The Maxwell Co., Extension-Addyston, 
63 M.C.C. 677 (except liquefied petroleum 
gases), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in that part of California in and 
south of Santa Cruz, Santa Clara, 
Merced. Mariposa, Madera, and Mono 
Counties, to points in Ohio. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of points in Harris County, Texas. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E25), filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant: 
Thomas J. O’Brien (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals as defined in The Maxwell Co., 
Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 667 (ex¬ 
cept liquefied petroleum gases), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in that part 
of California on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at Morro Bay, thence along Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 41 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 101, thence along U.S. Highway 101 
to junction California Highway 58, 
thence along California Highway 58 to 
Barstow, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 15 to the California-Nevada State 
line, to points in Pennsylvania. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Houston, Tex. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E26). filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, as defined in The Maxwell Co., 
Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677 (ex¬ 
cept liquefied petroleum gases), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in that part 
of California in and south of Santa Cruz, 
Santa Clara, Merced, Mariposa, Madera, 
and Mono Counties, to points in New 
Hampshire. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Houston. 
Tex., Pittsburgh, Pa., and Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E28), filed 
May 1, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals as defined in The Max¬ 
well Co., Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C, 
677 (except liquefied petroleum gases), in 
bulk, in tank vehicle, from points in that 
part of California in and south of Inyo, 
Fresno, Madera, Mariposa, Stanislaus. 
San Joaquin, Contra Costa, and Marin 
Counties, to points in West Virginia. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Houston, Tex., and South 
Point, Ohio. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E67), filed 
May 1. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 


over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals (except bituminous 
products and materials), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Connecticut to 
points in West Virginia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Newark, N.J., Morrisville, Pa., and the 
District of Columbia. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E171), filed 
May 8 , 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown. Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals as defined in The Max¬ 
well Co., Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 
677 (except bituminous products and 
materials), in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Florida to points in that 
part of West Virginia on and north of a 
line beginning at Williamson, thence 
along U.S. Highway 52 to Welch, thence 
along West Virginia Highway 16 to 
Beckley, thence along West Virginia 
Highway 3 to Hinton, thence along West 
Virginia Highway 63 to the West Vir- 
ginia-Virginia State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Institute, W. Va. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E454). filed 
May 8 . 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Kentucky to points in 
Connecticut. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of South 
Charleston, W. Va., and Elizabeth, N.J. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E38>, filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED. P.O. Box 1191, Cush¬ 
ing, Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in containers, from Ponca City, 
Okla., to points in Alabama, Arkansas. 
Louisiana, Mississippi, and Tennessee. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Coffeyville, Kans. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E41), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED. P.O. Box 1191. Cush¬ 
ing, Okla., 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in containers, from points in 
that part of Kansas on and west of U.S. 
Highway 169 to points in that part of 
Florida east of Jefferson County. Fla. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Wichita, Kans. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E43), filed 
May 16. 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED. P.O. Box 1191. Cush¬ 
ing. Okla. 74023. Applicant’s represent- 
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ative: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in containers, from points in 
Missouri south of U.S. Highway 36 and 
west of a line beginning at Macon, and 
extending along U.S. Highway 63 to Jef¬ 
ferson City, thence along U.S. Highway 
54 to Camdenton, thence along Missouri 
Highway 5 to Lebanon, thence along 
U.S. Highway 66 to Springfield, and 
thence along U.S. Highway 65 to the Mis- 
souri-Arkansas State line, to points in 
Montana. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Kansas City, 
Kans. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E44), filed 
May 16, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush¬ 
ing. Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum products, 
in containers, from points in that part 
of Missouri south of U.S. Highway 36 
and west of a line beginning at Macon, 
and extending along U.S. Highway 63 
to Jefferson City, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 54 to Camdenton, thence along Mis¬ 
souri Highway 5 to Lebanon, thence 
along U.S. Highway 66 to Springfield, 
and thence along U.S. Highway 65 to the 
Missouri-Arkansas State line, to points 
in Wyoming. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Kansas 
City, Wichita, or El Dorado, Kans. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E46), filed 
May 16, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush¬ 
ing, Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum products 
in containers, from points in Missouri 
south of U.S. Highway 36 and west of a 
line beginning at Macon, and extending 
along U.S. Highway 63 to Jefferson City, 
Uience along U.S. Highway 54 to Cam¬ 
denton, thence along Missouri Highway 
5 to Lebanon, thence along U.S. Highway 
66 to Springfield, and thence along U.S. 
Highway 65 to the Missouri-Arkansas 
State line, to points in Oregon and Wash¬ 
ington. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Kansas City, 
Kans. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E 88 ), filed 
May 12 , 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
pfCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush¬ 
ing, Okla. 74023. Applicant's representa- 
^ ol)er ^ A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, from 
u In Californ ia to points in Kansas, 
UKlahoma, and Texas. The purpose of 
tins filing is to eliminate the gateway 

points in Colorado or New Mexico. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E89), filed 
May 12 , 1974 . Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush- 
ng, Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
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tive. Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, from 
points in Louisiana to points in Cali¬ 
fornia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Colo¬ 
rado. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E90), filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush¬ 
ing, Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Particleboard, from 
Lillie and Winnfleld, La., to points in 
California, Nevada, and Utah. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E91), filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush¬ 
ing, Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, from 
points in Louisiana to points in Arizona. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in New Mexico 
north of U.S. Highway 66 . 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E92), filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 1191, Cushing, Okla. 74023. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert A. 
Stone (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lumber, from Eldon, Mo., to points 
in California. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Colorado. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E93), filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 1191, Cushing, Okla. 74023. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert A. 
Stone (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lumber, from points in Arkansas to 
points in California. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Colorado. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E94), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 1191, Cushing, Okla. 74023. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert A. 
Stone (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, in 
containers, from Casper, Wyo., to points 
in that part of Texas east of U.S. High¬ 
way 281. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of El Dorado, 
Kans. 

No. MC-112822 (Sub-No. E112), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush¬ 
ing, Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum products, 
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in containers, from points in that part of 
Kansas east of U.S. Highway 81 and 
south of a line beginning at McPherson, 
and extending along U.S. Highway 56 
(formerly U.S. Highway 50N) to junction 
U.S. Highway 59, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 59 to Lawrence, and thence along 
U.S. Highway 40 to the Kansas-Missouri 
State line, to points in California. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Enid, Okla. 

No. MC—112822 (Sub-No. E113), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, Cush¬ 
ing, Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert A. Stone (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, in containers, from points in that 
part of Oklahoma bounded by a line 
beginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas State 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
81 to El Reno, thence along U.S. Highway 
66 to Oklahoma City, thence along U.S. 
Highway 77 to Pauls Valley, thence Okla¬ 
homa Highway 19 to Ada, thence along 
Oklahoma Highway 12 to Calvin, thence 
along U.S. Highway 270 to junction U.S. 
Highway 271, thence along U.S. Highway 
271 to the Oklahoma-Arkansas State 
line, and thence along the Oklahoma- 
Arkansas, Oklahoma-Missouri, and Okla- 
homa-Kansas State line to points of 
beginning, to points in that part of Ne¬ 
braska on and west of U.S. Highway 281, 
and points in Wyoming. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
El Dorado, Kans., or Wichita, Kans. 

No. MC-113267 (Sub-No. E3), filed 
May 10. 1974. Applicant CENTRAL AND 
SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES, INC., 3385 
Airways Boulevard, Memphis, Tenn. 
38116. Applicant’s representative: Law¬ 
rence A. Fischer (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Section A and C of Appendix I 
to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 209 and 766 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles). in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration, from the plant 
site of Wilson and Co., Inc., at Mon¬ 
mouth, Ill. to that part of Texas east and 
south of the eastern and southern bound¬ 
aries of Red River, Titus. Franklin, 
Wood, Van Zandt, Henderson, Freestone, 
Leon, Madison, Grimes, Waller, Fort 
Bend, and Brazoria Counties, Tex. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Shreveport, La. 

No. MC-113267 (Sub-No. E4), filed 
May 10, 1974. Applicant: CENTRAL & 
SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES, INC., 3385 
Airways Boulevard, Memphis, Tenn. 
38116. Applicant’s representative: Law¬ 
rence A. Fischer (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Packinghouse prod¬ 
ucts and dairy products, from Chicago. 
Ill., to points in Arkansas (except Benton 
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County). The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Paducah. Ky. 

No. MC-113267 (Sub-No. E5). filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: CENTRAL & 
SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES, INC., 3385 
Airways Boulevard, Memphis, Term. 
38116. Applicant’s representative: Law¬ 
rence A. Fischer (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas, 
from Charleston, S.C.. to points in Ar¬ 
kansas. Indiana, Michigan, Mississippi, 
Wisconsin, points in Ohio in and west 
of the counties of Lucas, Wood, Han¬ 
cock, Hardin, Logan, Champaign, Clark. 
Greene, Clinton, and Clermont, points in 
Kentucky in and west of the counties of 
Bracken, Harrison, Scott, Fayette, Jes¬ 
samine, Garrard, Lincoln, Pulaski, and 
Wayne, points in Alabama (except Mont¬ 
gomery and Mobile and points in Lee, 
Macon. Bullock, Pike, Russell. Barbour, 
Coffee, Dale, Henry. Houston, Geneva, 
and Covington Counties). The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E89), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 

EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM. INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago. Ill. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Glass containers and accessories, 
therefore, and paper cartons used in the 
packing or shipping of glass containers, 
from South Connellsville. Pa., to points 
in Wisconsin on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 53. The purpose of this fihng is to 
eliminate the gateway of Charleston, 
W. Va. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E90), filed 
May 10, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road. Chicago. Ill. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats , meat products, meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses . as described in 
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from Nashville. Tenn. and Bowling 
Green, Ky., to points in Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont, restricted 
to shipments moving from, to or, between 
warehouses or other facilities of whole¬ 
sale food business houses. The purpose of 
this fifing to eliminate the gateways of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and Pittsburgh, Pa. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E92), filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, Ill. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Canned goods, from points in New 


York and New Jersey witliin 40 miles of 
City Hall, New York, N.Y.. to points in 
Arkansas, Kentucky, and points in Ten¬ 
nessee on and west of Tennessee High¬ 
way 69. The purpose of this fifing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Jersey City. 
N.J., and Adams County, Pa., or Monroe, 
Orleans, or Wayne Counties, N.Y. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E93), filed 
May 12. 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, HI. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods , and foods not frozen, 
when transported in the same vehicle 
with frozen foods in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from 
points in New York and New Jersey 
within 40 miles of City Hall, New York, 
N.Y., to points in Iowa, Nebraska, North 
Dakota. Michigan, South Dakota, and 
those in Kentucky on and west of Inter¬ 
state Highway 75. The purpose of this 
fifing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Jersey City, N.J., and Chicago, HI., or 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E94), filed 
May 12, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, HI. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat by¬ 
products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in 
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C., 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
(1) from points in Ohio to points in 
Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Vermont, 
and (2) from points in Ohio on and 
north of U.S. Highway 224 to points in 
Delaware, Maryland (except points on 
and west of U.S. Highway 15), Virginia 
(except points on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 15), and the District of Columbia. 
The purpose of this fifing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Pittsburgh, Pa. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E118), filed 
May 3, 1974, Applicant: MIDWEST 

EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, HI. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, (1) from points in New 
York, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, 
those in New Jersey, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware. and Maryland, which are within 
30 miles of New York, N.Y., and Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., those in Ohio on and east 
of Interstate Highway 75, Baltimore and 
Sparrows Point, Md., and Detroit, Mich., 
to Bismark, N. Dak. (2) from points in 
New York, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
and Ohio, those in New Jersey, Connect¬ 
icut, Delaware, and Maryland which are 
witliin 30 miles of New York, N.Y., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., Baltimore and Spar¬ 


rows Point, Md.. and Detroit, Mich., to 
Salt Lake City, Utah. (3) from points in 
New York, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
and Ohio, those in New Jersey, Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, and Maryland, which 
are within 30 miles of New York. N Y., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., those in Indiana 
on and east of U.S. Highway 31. Balti¬ 
more and Sparrows Point, Md., Detroit 
and Grand Rapids, Mich., and Louisville, 
Ky.. to points in Oregon and Washing¬ 
ton. The authority described in (1), (2), 
and (3) above, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments moving from. to. 
or between warehouses, and other facili¬ 
ties of retail food business houses. The 
purpose of this fifing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Cleveland, Ohio. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E119), filed 
May 3, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 

EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, HI. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats and meat products, (1) from 
points in Illinois and Indiana to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Maine. Maryland. 
Massachusetts. New Jersey (except those 
points in the New York, N.Y., and Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., commercial zones, as defined 
by the Commission), New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, West Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia; (2) from 
points in Hlinois on and north of U.S. 
Highway 150 and those in Indiana on and 
north of Indiana Highway 32 to points in 
Kentucky on and east of U.S. Highway 
25, and Virginia; (c) from points in 
New York, Pennsylvania, and those in 
New Jersey iu the New York, N.Y., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., commercial zones as 
defined by the Commission, to points in 
Kentucky on and west of U.S. Highway 
421 from the Indiana-Kentucky State 
line to its junction with U.S. Highway 25 
thence along U.S. Highway 25 to the 
Kentucky-Tennessee State fine. The 
purpose of this fifing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Union City, Ohio. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E120), filed 
May 3, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 

EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago. HI. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Canned goods, (a) from points in 
New York on and east of Interstate High¬ 
way 81. those in Pennsylvania on and 
east of U.S. Highway 15, and those in New 
Jersey in the New York, N.Y., and Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., commercial zones as defined 
by the Commission, to points in Ken¬ 
tucky on and west of U.S. Highway 25; 
(b) from points in New York (except 
those in Monroe, Orleans, and Wayne 
Counties) and those in Pennsylvania on 
and east of U.S. Highway 219 from the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line to its 
Junction with Interstate Highway 80, on 
and north of Interstate Highway 80 from 
its junction with U.S. Highway 219 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 15 and on 
and east of U.S. Highway 15 from its 
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junction with Interstate Highway 80, to 
the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line, 
and those in New Jersey in the New York, 
N.Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., commercial 
zones as defined by the Commission, to 
Ijoints in Arkansas and those in Tennes¬ 
see west of U.S. Highway 45 and 45E. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Adams County, Pa., 
or Monroe, Orleans, or Wayne Counties, 
N.Y. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E129), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, Ill. 60629, 
Applicant's representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from 
Lafayette, Ind., to points in North 
Dakota, South Dakota, points in Iowa on 
and north of U.S. Highway 20 from the 
Illinois-Iowa State line to junction Iowa 
Highway 13, thence Iowa Highway 13 to 
junction U.S. Highway 30, thence U.S. 
Highway 30 to the Iowa-Nebraska State 
line, those in Kansas on and west of U.S. 
Highway 83 from the Nebraska-Kansas 
State line to junction Kansas Highway 
96, thence Kansas Highway 96 to the 
Kansas-Colorado State line, points in 
Nebraska on and north of Interstate 
Highway 80 from the Iowa-Nebraska 
State line to its junction with U.S. High¬ 
way 83. thence along U.S. Highway 83 to 
the Nebraska-Kansas State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Darien, Wis. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E139), filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM. INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road, Chicago, HI. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Packinghouse products and by¬ 
products and packinghouse supplies as 
dealt in by wholesale, retail, and food 
business houses, from points in the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan to Kansas City 
and Wichita, Kans.; Kansas City, St. 
Joseph, South St. Joseph, and St. Louis, 
Mo.; Des Moines and Sioux City. Iowa; 
and Omaha and South Qmaha. Nebr- 
restricted to shipments moving from, to, 
or between warehouses, and wholesale, 
retail, or chain outlets of food business 
houses. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Chicago, HI. 

No. MC-114019 (Sub-No. E140), filed 
May 0. 1974. Applicant: MIDWEST 
EMERY FREIGHT SYSTEM. INC., 7000 
South Pulaski Road. Chicago, HI. 60629. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur J. 
Sibik (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such merchandise, as is dealt in by 
wholesale and retail grocery business 
houses, from Nashville, Tenn., and Bowl¬ 
ing Green, Ky., to points In Wisconsin, 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan, Ohio 


(except Cincinnati), and points in Alle¬ 
gheny, Beaver, Butler, Erie, Fayette, 
Lawrence. Mercer, Venango, Washington, 
and Westmoreland Counties, Pa., and 
points in Hlinois, on and north of U.S. 
Highway 24 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 67, thence along U.S. Highway 
67 from said junction to Beardstown, 
thence from Beardstown on Illinois High¬ 
way 125 to its junction with Illinois 
Highway 78, thence along Illinois High¬ 
way 78 to U.S. Highway 136, thence U.S. 
Highway 136 to U.S. Highway 150, thence 
U.S. Highway 150 to the Illinois-Indiana 
State line, restricted to shipments mov¬ 
ing from, to, or between warehouses or 
other facilities of wholesale food business 
houses. The purpose of tills filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Jeffersonville, 
Ind. 

No. MC—117119 (Sub-No. E64), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
goods, from points in Ohio to points in 
Oklahoma and Texas. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Springdale, Ark., and Westville, Okla. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E65), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Foodstuffs 
(except dairy products and commodities 
in bulk) from East St. Louis. HI., to points 
in Oregon, Nevada, and Washington (ex¬ 
cept Grandview and Kennewick). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Springdale, Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E66) t filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188. 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant's 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Foodstuffs 
(except dairy products and commodities 
in bulk) from Cleveland, Ohio to points 
in Oregon, Nevada, and Washington (ex¬ 
cept Grandview and Kennewick). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Springdale, Ark. (withhin the 
Fayetteville. Ark- Commercial Zone). 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E67), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Foodstuffs 
(except dairy products and commodities 
in bulk), from points in the Lower Pe¬ 
ninsula of Michigan to Reno, Las Vegas, 
and Carson City, Nev. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Springdale, Ark. f (within the Fayette¬ 
ville, Ark. Commercial Zone). 


No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E68), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant's 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Foodstuffs 
(except dairy products and commodities 
in bulk) from East St. Louis, HI., to 
points in Idaho and Utah. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Springdale, Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E47). filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs. Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, in vehicles equipped with mechan¬ 
ical refrigeration, from Kansas City, 
Kansas to points in Pima, Pinal, Mari¬ 
copa. and Yuma. Counties, Arizona, to 
Las Vegas, Nevada, and to points in San 
Francisco, Alameda, San Joaquin, Stan¬ 
islaus, Santa Clara, San Mateo, Santa 
Cruz, Monterey, San Luis Obispo, Santa 
Barbara, Ventura, Los Angeles. Orange. 
San Diego, Imperial, Riverside, San 
Bernardino, Kern, Tulare. Kings, Fresno, 
San Benito, and Merced Counties, Cali¬ 
fornia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Springfield. 
Mo., and Fort Smith, Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E48), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188. 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
potatoes and frozen potato products . 
from Grand Forks, N. Dak., to points In 
Arizona and New Mexico, and to points 
in that part of California south of the 
northern boundaries of Santa Barbara. 
Kern, and San Bernardino Counties. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of St. Joseph, Mo. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E49), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188. 
Elm Springs. Ark. 72728. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
or preserved foodstuffs, from points in 
Wisconsin on and east of a line beginning 
at the Hlinois-Wisconsin State line and 
extending northward along Wisconsin 
Highway 104 to junction with U.S. High¬ 
way 14, thence along U.S. Highway 14 to 
Madison, thence along U.S. Highway 151 
from Madison to junction with Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 26, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 26 to Oshkosh, thence along 
U.S. Highway 45 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 41, thence along U.S. Highway 41 to 
Green Bay, Wis., to points in Utah and 
Oregon, restricted against the transpor¬ 
tation of commodities in bulk, in tank 
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vehicles. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of California, Mo. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E50>, filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WI LLI S SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
comvion carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
or preserved foodstuffs, (a) from Fort 
Madison and Davenport. Iowa to points 
in Kansas on and south of Interstate 
Highway 70 and points in Idaho. Oregon, 
Utah and Washington; (b> from points 
in Iowa on, and east and south of a line 
beginning at the Iowa-Hlinois State line 
along U.S. Highway 218 to junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 80 at Iowa City, thence 
eastward along Interstate Highway 80 
to the Hlinois-Iowa State line to points 
in Idaho, Oregon, Utah, and Washington. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of California, Mo. 

No MC-117119 (Sub-No. E51), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Aik. 72728. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
goods from points in Wisconsin on and 
east of a line beginning at the Ulinois- 
Wisconsin State line and extending 
northward along Wisconsin Highway 104 
to junction with U.S. Highway 14, thence 
along U.S. Highway 14 to Madison, 
thence U.S. Highway 151 from Madison 
to junction with Wisconsin Highway 26, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 26 to 
Oshkosh, thence U.S. Highway 45 to 
junction U.S. Highway 41, thence U.S. 
Highway 41 to Green Bay, Wis., Las 
Vegas, Nev., and to points in Arizona, 
New Mexico, and points in California 
on and south of Interstate Highway 80. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Siloam Springs, Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E52), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
goods, from points in Indiana to Reno. 
Carson City, and Las Vegas, Nev., and 
points in Arizona, California, and New 
Mexico. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Siloam Springs, 
Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E53), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from points In Indiana to points 
in Oklahoma (except Ottawa and Del¬ 
aware Counties) and Texas (except 
Bowie, Orange, and Jefferson Counties). 


The purpose 0 f this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Fort Smith, Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E54>, filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, (a) from points in Iowa on and 
east of U.S. Highway 69 to points in 
Texas south of Interstate Highway 40; 
(b) from points in Iowa west of U.S. 
Highway 69 to New Orleans. Louisiana 
and points in Texas on and east of a 
line beginning at the Oklahoma-Texas 
State line and extending along Texas 
Highway 79 to Wichita Falls, thence 
along U.S. Highway 277 to the United 
States-Mexico International Boundary 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Fort Smith. Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E55), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant : WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from Indiana to points in Arizona, 
New Mexico, California (except Modoc, 
Lassen, and Plumas Counties), and to 
Reno, Carson City, and Las Vegas, Nev. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Fayetteville, Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E56), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from La Porte, Ind., to points in 
that part of Oregon on and west of 
Interstate Highway 5. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Fayetteville, Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E58>, filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
or preserved foodstuffs, from points in 
Maryland east of the Chesapeake Bay 
and south of the Chesapeake and Dela¬ 
ware Canal to points in Kansas, Ne¬ 
braska, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, and California, Mo. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E59). filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
goods, from points in Maryland east of 


the Chesapeake Bay and south of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal to 
points in Arizona, California, Colorado, 
New Mexico, and Nevada. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, and Siloam Springs. 
Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E60>, filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 188. 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from points in Maryland east of 
the Chesapeake Bay and south of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal to 
points in Oklahoma and Texas (except 
points in Orange, Jefferson, Newton, 
Jaspar, Hardin, liberty, Tyler, and 
Chambers Counties). The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, and Fort Smith. Ark. 

No. MC-117119 (Sub-No. E62), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Applicant’s 
representative: L. M. McLean (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Canned 
or preserved food stuffs, from points in 
Maryland east of the Chesapeake Bay 
and south of the Chesapeake and Dela¬ 
ware Canal to points in Missouri. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

No. MC-118831 (Sub-No. E10), filed 
May 4, 1974. Applicant: CENTRAL 

TRANSPORT, P.O. Box 5044, High Point, 
N.C. 27262. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard E. Shaw (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid chemicals 
(except petrochemicals, fertilizer, and 
vegetable oils), in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in the South Carolina coun¬ 
ties of Calhoun, Chester, Chesterfield, 
Clarendon, Darlington, Dillon, Fairfield, 
Florence, Georgetown, Horry, Kershaw. 
Lancaster, Lee, Marion, Marlboro. Rich¬ 
land, Sumter, Williamsburg, and York 
to points in Alabama. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Lanett, Ala., and Charlotte, N.C. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E5), filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant: YOURGA 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
products, and such raw materials, sup¬ 
plies, and equipment, as are used in the 
manufacture of iron and steel articles, 
between those points in that part of Al¬ 
legheny, Fayette, and Westmoreland 
Counties, Pa., west of Pennsylvania 
Highway 711, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in that part of Ohio 
on and north of a line beginning at the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, thence 
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along Interstate Highway 76 to junction 
Interstate Highway 80. thence along In¬ 
tel-state Highway 80 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 271, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 271 to junction Interstate 
Highway 71, thence along Interstate 
Highway 71 to junction U.S. Highway 30, 
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 42. thence along U.S. 
Highway 42 to junction U.S. Highway 36, 
thence along U.S. Highway 36 to the 
Ohio-Indiana State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Sharon, Pa. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E 6 >, filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant: YOURGA 
TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
products, arid such raw materials, sup¬ 
plies, and equipment, as are used in the 
manufacture of iron and steel products, 
between points in Clearfield, Centre, 
Clinton, Mifflin, Snyder, Juanita, and 
Perry Counties, Pa., that part of Lycom¬ 
ing County, Pa., west of U.S. Highway 
15, that part of Union County, Pa., west 
of U.S. Highway 15 and south of Inter¬ 
state Highway 80. and that part of 
Northumberland County. Pa., south of 
Interstate Highway 80, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in that part of 
Ohio, on, west, and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Pennsylvania-Ohio State 
line, thence along UJS. Highway 30 to 
junction Ohio Highway 39, thence along 
Ohio Highway 39 to junction Interstate 
Highway 77, thence along Interstate 
Highway 77 to the Ohio-West Virginia 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Sharon, Pa. 


No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E7), filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant: YOURGA 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
products, and such raw materials, sup¬ 
plies, and equipment, as are used in the 
manufacture of iron and steel products, 
between points in Venango, Clarion. Elk, 
Forest, Warren, McKean, Cameron, and 
Potter Counties, Pa., and that part of 
Tioga County, Pa., west of U.S. Highway 
15, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Ohio (except points in Ashta¬ 
bula. Lake, and Geauga Counties.) The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Sharon, Pa. 


No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E 8 ). filed 
1974 ‘ A PP u cant: YOURGA 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa- 
lve: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
by motor ve ki c i e over ^regular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel prod- 
wts, and such raw materials, supplies, 
arid equipment, as are used in the man¬ 
ufacture of iron and steel products, be- 
toeen points in that part of West Vir¬ 


ginia, on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in that part of Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and north of Interstate High¬ 
way 80. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Sharon. Pa. 

No. MC-12131& (Sub-No. E9>, filed 
May 14. 1974. Applicant: YOURGA 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel ar¬ 
ticles as described in Groups I, H. and 
in of Appendix V to the report in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 
61 M.C.C. 209, from points in that part 
of Pennsylvania on, north, and west of 
a line beginning at the Pennsylvania- 
Ohio State line, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 422 to junction Interstate Highway 
79, thence along Interstate Highway 79 
to junction Interstate Highway 80, 
thence along Interstate Highway 80 to 
junction Pennsylvania Highway 8 , thence 
along Pennsylvania Highway 8 to junc¬ 
tion Pennsylvania Highway 89, thence 
along Pennsylvania Highway 89 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 90, thence along 
Interstate Highway 90 to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New York State line, to points in 
Delaware. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Greenville, Pa. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E10) filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant YOURGA 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel ar¬ 
ticles, and such raw materials, supplies, 
arid equipment, as are used in the manu¬ 
facture of iron and steel articles, between 
points in Jefferson County, Pa., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
that part of Ohio on, north and west of 
a line beginning at the Pennsylvania- 
Ohio State line, thence along Ohio High¬ 
way 14 to junction Ohio Highway 14A, 
thence along Ohio Highway 14A to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 62, thence along U.S. 
Highway 62 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 77, thence along Interstate Highway 
77 to the Ohio-West Virginia State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Sharon, Pa. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E12), filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant YOURGA 

TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel prod¬ 
ucts, and such raw materials, supplies, 
and equipment, as are used in the manu¬ 
facture of iron and steel products, be¬ 
tween points in Erie County, Pa., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Ohio (except points in Ashtabula, 
Geauga, Lake. Cuyahoga. Lorain, Huron, 
and Erie Counties, and that port of Otta¬ 
wa County east of Ohio Highway 19). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Sharon, Pa. 


No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E14), filed 
May 14, 1974, Applicant: YOURGA 
TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 335. Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel prod¬ 
ucts, and such raw materials, supplies , 
arid equipment, as are used in the manu¬ 
facture of iron and steel products, be¬ 
tween points in Chautauqua, Cattarau¬ 
gus. and Allegheny Counties, N.Y., and 
that part of Steuben County, N.Y., west 
of U.S. Highway 15, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Lawrence. 
Beaver, Allegheny, Washington, and 
Greene Counties, Pa. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Sharon, Pa. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E15), filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant: YOURGA 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land. Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel prod¬ 
ucts, and such raw materials, supplies, 
and equipment, as are used in the manu¬ 
facture of iron and steel products, be¬ 
tween points in Niagara, Erie, Orleans, 
Genessee, and Wyoming Counties, N.Y.. 
and that part of Monroe and Livingston 
Counties, N.Y.. west of U.S. Highway 15, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Mercer. Lawrence, Butler, 
Beaver, Allegheny, Westmoreland, 
Washington, Greene, and Fayette Coun¬ 
ties, Pa., and that part of Somerset 
County, Pa., on and west of U.S. High¬ 
way 219. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Sharon. Pa. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E16>, filed 
May 14. 1974. Applicant: YOURGA 

TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land. Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel prod¬ 
ucts, and such raw materials, supplies, 
and equipment, as are used in the manu¬ 
facture of iron and steel products, be¬ 
tween points in Somerset, Bedford. Ful¬ 
ton. and Franklin Counties, Pa., that part 
of Westmoreland County, Pa., east of 
Pennsylvania Highway 711, and that part 
of Cambria County. Pa., south of U.S. 
Highway 22, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in that part of Ohio on, 
north, and west of a line beginning at the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, thence 
along Ohio Highway 14 to junction Ohio 
Highway 14A, thence along Ohio High¬ 
way 14A to junction UB. Highway 62, 
thence along U.S. Highway 62 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 36. thence along U.S. 
Highway 36 to junction Ohio Highway 
4, thence along Ohio Highway 4 to the 
Ohio-Kentucky State line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Sharon, Pa. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E17), filed 
May 14, 1974, Applicant: YOURGA 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa- 
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tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel prod¬ 
ucts, and such raw materials, supplies, 
and equipment, as are used in the manu¬ 
facture of iron and steel products, be¬ 
tween points in Adams, Cumberland, 
Dauphin, Lebannon, York, Lancaster, 
Berks, Montgomery, Chester. Delaware, 
and Philadelphia Counties, Pa., and that 
part of Bucks County, Pa., south of U.S. 
Highway 202, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in that part of Ohio on, 
north, and west of a line beginning at the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, thence 
along Ohio Highway 14 to junction Ohio 
Highway 14A, thence along Ohio High¬ 
way 14A to junction U.S. Highway 62, 
thence along U.S. Highway 62 to junc¬ 
tion Ohio Highway 83. thence along Ohio 
Highway 83 to junction Ohio Highway 
16, thence along Ohio Highway 16 to 
junction U.S. Highway 62, thence along 
U.S. Highway 62 to the Ohio-Kentucky 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Sharon, Pa. 

No. MC-121318 (Sub-No. E18), filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant: YOURGA 

TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 335, Wheat- 
land, Pa. 16161. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John H. Yourga (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel products, and such raw materials, 
supplies, and equipment, as are used in 
the manufacture of iron and steel 
articles, between points in Butler County. 
Pa., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in that part of Ohio on, north, 
and west of a line beginning at the Penn¬ 
sylvania-Ohio State line, thence over 
Interstate Highway 76 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 80, thence over Interstate 
Highway 80 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 271, thence over Interstate Highway 
271 to junction Interstate Highway 71, 
thence over Interstate Highway 71 to 
junction U.S. Highway 250, thence over 
U.S. Highway 250 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 96, thence over Ohio Highway 96 
to junction Ohio Highway 61, thence over 
Ohio Highway 61 to junction Interstate 
Highway 71, thence over Interstate High¬ 
way 71 to junction U.S. Highway 62, 
thence over U.S. Highway 62 to the Ohio- 
Kentucky State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Sharon, Pa. 

No. MC-123048 (Sub-No. E33), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wis. 53401. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Paul L. Martin¬ 
son (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Farm tractors, from West Allis, Wis., 
to points in Kansas and Ohio, restricted 
to the transportation of traffic originat¬ 
ing at the plant site of Allis-Chalmers 
Manufacturing Company, Farm Equip¬ 
ment Division, West Allis, Wis. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Racine, Wis. 


No. MC-123048 (Sub-No. E34), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wis. 53401. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Paul L. Martin¬ 
son (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Tractors (except truck tractors, 
truck tractor attachments, and commodi¬ 
ties which by reason of size or weight re¬ 
quire the use of special equipment), from 
West Allis, Wis., to the port of entry on 
the United States-Canada International 
Boundary line at Detroit, Mich., 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the plant site of Allis- 
Chalmers Manufacturing Company, 
Farm Equipment Division, West Allis, 
Wis. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Racine, Wis. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. E53), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wis. 53401. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Paul L. Martin¬ 
son (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Harrows and attachments thereof, 
from Sac City, Iowa, to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, Maine, Massachu¬ 
setts, Maryland. New Hampshire, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and the Upper Peninsula of Michigan. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of West Bend, Wis. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. E54), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine, Wis. 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martinson 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Farm wagon bodies and portable 
grain elevators, from Omaha, Nebr., to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Maryland, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island. Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the Upper Peninsula 
of Michigan. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of West Bend, 
Ind. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. E55), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
P.O. Box A, Racine. Wis. 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martinson 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Rotary mowers and rotary clippers , 
not hand, from Olathe, Kans., to points 
in Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New York, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, and the Upper Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of West 
Bend, Wis. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. E56), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM. INC., 


P.O. Box A, Racine, Wis. 53401. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul L. Martinson 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Material, equipment, and supplies 
used in the manufacture and distribu¬ 
tion of agricultural implements and farm 
machinery (except commodities in bulk), 
from points in Maryland, Michigan, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and points in 
Indiana on and north of U.S. Highway 
30, to Gering. Nebr., restricted against 
the transportation of commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment by reason of 
size or weight. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Glencoe, 
Minn. 

No. MC-123594 (Sub-No. El>, filed 
May 9, 1974. Applicant: BONANZA 

TRUCKING COMPANY, 4250 Oneider 
Street, Rm. 133, Denver, Colo. 80216. 
Applicant’s representative: Wm. S. Rich¬ 
ards, P.O. Box 2465, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84110. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, live¬ 
stock, household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, commodities injurious or 
contaminating to other lading, com¬ 
modities as defined by the Commission 
in Mercer Extension-Oil Field Com¬ 
modities 74 MCC 459 and commodities 
requiring the use of tank trucks) be¬ 
tween Denver, Colo., and points within 
10 miles of Denver, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Evanston and Cokeville, 
Wyo., and points in Uintah and Duchesne 
Counties, Utah. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Craig, 
Colo. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-13832 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 ami 


[Notice No. 631] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

June 13, 1974. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation, or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include cases 
previously assigned hearing dates. The 
hearings will be on the issues as presently 
reflected in the Official Docket of the 
Commission. An attempt will be made to 
publish notices of cancellation of hear¬ 
ings as promptly as possible, but inter¬ 
ested parties should take appropriate 
steps to insure that they are notified of 
cancellation or postponements of hear- 
ings in which they are interested. No 
amendments will be entertained after 
June 18,1974. 

MC-P-12060, Anderson Motor Service, Inc — 
Purchase—Toedebusch Transfer, Inc., now 
assigned June 24, 1974, at St. Louis, mo* 
will be held In the Downtowner Motor inn, 
12th and Washington St., Instead of at tne 
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Moot Courtroom, St. Louis University Law 
School. 3642 Llndeil Bivd. 

MC-F-11942, United Trucking Service, Inc.— 
Control—Harper Truck Service. Inc., now 
assigned June 19, 1974, at St. Louis. Mo., 
will be held In the Downtowner Motor Inn, 
12th and Washington St., Instead of the 
Moot Courtroom. St. Louis University Law 
School, 3642 Llndeil Blvd. 

MC-83539 Sub 379, C. H. Transportation Co., 
Inc., now assigned July 15, 1974, at San 
Francisco, Calif., is cancelled and the ap¬ 
plication is dismissed. 

MC-C-8228, Harrlson-Shlelds Transportation 
Lines, Inc. Investigation and Revocation 
of Certificates, now assigned June 17, 1974, 
at Columbus, Ohio, is postponed indefi¬ 
nitely. 

MC 128521 Sub-2, Birmingham-Nashville 
Express. Inc., is continued to July 15, 1974, 
at the Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 

MC-106644, Superior Trucking Company, 
Inc., application Is dismissed. 

I&S No. 8944, Fresh Fruits & Vegetables, 
Transcontinental & Western Points and 
FSA No. 42803, Fruit and Vegetables From 
And To Colorado And Utah Points, now 
being assigned July 30, 1974, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 

I&S No. M-27723, Capacity Load Minimum 
Charges. From, To And Within The South, 
now being assigned August 6, 1974, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 

No. 36002, Increased Rates And Fares. New 
London Freight Lines, Inc., now being as¬ 
signed August 26, 1974, at the Offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

I&S No. 8942, Soy Beans For Export, Midwest 
To Gulf Ports And Chicago, now being 
assigned September 10, 1974, at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 

MC 139476, Twin Rivers Transport, Inc., 
application dismissed. 

MC-51146 Sub 320, Schneider Transport, 
Inc., is continued to August 7, 1974, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 

MC 136384 Sub-2, Palmer Motor Express, 
Inc., now assigned July 15,1974, at Charles¬ 
ton, S.C., will be held on the 3rd Floor, 
County Courthouse. Corner of Meeting & 
Broad Street. 

^ SEA ^1 Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-13981 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 


lNo. AB-7 (Sub-No. 14) ] 

CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST. PAUL AND 
PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. 

Abandonment of Service 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which is available for 
public inspection upon request; and 
It appearing, that no environmental 
Impact statement need be issued in this 


proceeding, because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321, et seq.; 
and good cause appearing therefor; 

It is ordered, That applicant be. and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in newspapers of general 
circulation in King and Snohomish 
Counties, Washington, within 15 days 
of the date of service of this order, and 
certify to the Commission that this has 
been accomplished. 

And it is further ordered. That no¬ 
tice of this order shall be given to the 
general public by depositing a copy 
thereof in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C., 
and by forwarding a copy to the Direc¬ 
tor, Office of the Federal Register, for 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 3rd 
day of June 1974. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

TsealI Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary . 

[No. AB-7 (Sub-No. 14)1 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company Abandonment Be¬ 
tween Snoqualmie Falls and Monroe, 
in King and Snohomish Counties, Wash¬ 
ington 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
June 3, 1974, it has been determined that 
the proposed abandonment of the branch 
line of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 


Pacific Railroad Company between Snoqual- 
mie Falls and Monroe. Wash., a total dis¬ 
tance of approximately 31 mUes, and the 
proposed abandonment by the same railroad 
company of its operations only over track¬ 
age of Burlington Northern Inc., between 
Monroe and Snohomish, Wash., a distance of 
approximately 7.2 miles, If approved by the 
Commission, does not constitute a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment within 
the meaning of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321, 
et seq., and that preparation of a detailed 
environmental impact statement will not 
be required under section 4332(2) (C) of 
the NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other things, that 
the environmental impacts are not consid¬ 
ered significant because there are no identi¬ 
fiable development plans in the area which 
are predicated upon the avallabUlty of direct 
railroad service. The volume of traffic over 
this line has been minimal, and alternate 
transportation is available over the existing 
highway system in the area. Also, alternate 
rail transportation is available at both end 
points of the line. In addition, abandonment 
will aid in the planned recreational usage 
of this area, and thus is consistent with local 
land use policies. 

This determination was based upon 
the staff preparation and consideration 
of an environmental threshold assess¬ 
ment survey, which is available for pub¬ 
lic inspection upon request to the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Office of 
Proceedings, Washington, D.C. 20423; 
telephone 202-343-6989. 

Interested parties may comment on 
this matter by the submission of repre¬ 
sentations to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423. on 
or before July 3,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-13978 Filed 6-17-74:8:45 am] 


[Notice No. 3J 

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TERMINATION 

The temporary authorities granted in the dockets listed below have expired as 
a result of final action either granting or denying the issuance of a Certificate or 
Permit m a corresponding application for permanent authority, on the date indi¬ 
cated below: 


Temporary authority application 


Final action or certificate or permit 


Date of action 


No. MC-17227 
No. MC-21465 
No. MC-22195 
No. MC-30844 
No. MC-41406 
No. MC-41406 
No. MC-41406 
No. MC-44630 
No. M C-46737 
No. MO-52704 
No. MC-59640 
No. MC-61825 
No. MC-65007 
No. MC-65016 
No. MC-69281 
No. MC-71459 


(Sub-No-11). No. MC-17227 

£ u b-No. 26).No. MC-21455 

145 ?. No. MC-22105 

(Sub-No. 421). No. MC-30644 

Sub-No. 31).No. MC-41406 

(Sub-No. 33).No. MC-41406 

(Sub-No. 35). No. MC-41406 

(gub-No. 52). No. MC-44639 

fcub-No. 96).No. MC-5270* 

(Sub-No. 30)._.No. MC-59040 

(Sub-No. 50).-.No. MC-61825 

Sub-No. 48). No. MC-65667 

£ub-No. 15).No. MC-65016 

(SuJ>-No. 41).No. MC-69281 

(Sub-No. 16).No. MC-71459 


(Sub-No. 12). Aug. 10.1973 

(Sub-No. 27) .Aug. 3l! 1973 

(Sub-No. 146).Aug. 10,1973 

(Sub-No. 423). Apr. 1,1974 

(Sub-No. 32). Mur. 18,1974 

(Sub-No. 32). Do. 

(Sub-No. 82).- Do. 

(gub-No.50). Aug. 21,1973 

(Sub-No. 48). Aug. 22,1973 

(Sub-No. 98).Apr. 8,1974 

(Sub-No. 31). Aug. 10,1973 

(Sub-No. 47). Aug. 13,1973 

(Sub-No.49{. Maf. 2-t 1974 

(bUb-No. 16). Aug. 10.1973 

(bub-No. 42).Aug. 8,1973 

(Sub-No. 17).Aug. 14,’1973 


[SEAL] 


Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary . 

Doc.74-13980 Filed 6-17-74;8:45 am] 
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Would you like 


to know IF ANY CHANGES HAVE BEEN 
MADE IN CERTAIN TITLES OF THE CODE OF 
FEDERAL REGULATIONS without reading 
the Federal Register every day? If so, you 
may wish to subscribe to the “List of 
CFR Sections Affected.” 



List of CFR Sections Affected *10-°°, 

pt?r year 

The “List of CFR Sections Affected" is designed to lead users of the 
Code of Federal Regulations to amendatory actions published in the 
Federal Register, and is issued monthly in cumulative form. Entries 
indicate the nature of the changes.* 


Also available on a subscription basis . . . 

The Federal Register Index $ 8-° p ° eryear 

Indexes covering the contents of the daily Federal Register are issued 
monthly and annually. Entries are carried primarily under the names of 
the issuing agencies. Significant subjects are also carried. 


A finding aid Is Included at the end of each publication which lists Federal 
Register page numbers with the date of publication in the Federal Register. 


Order from: Superintendent of Documents 
U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 

Note to FR Subscribers: FR Indexes and the “List of CFR Sections Affected" will 
continue to be mailed free of charge to regular FR subscribers. 

















